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PREFACE 


Why the Cross? For centuries this question has 
provoked lengthy discussion—even heated dispute. 
The theological implications, however, have too con¬ 
sistently kept the discussion in the area of academic 
argument. 

Certainly there is deep mystery about the Cross. It 
will likely never be fully understood. Those who do 
grasp a bit of its truth must come to Golgotha in the 
spirit of humility. Let no one approach Calvary—in¬ 
tellectually or spiritually—save in the attitude of gen¬ 
uine reverence! 

The Cross, however, is not merely mysterious; it is 
intensely personal and gloriously challenging. It will 
not let us go. Indeed, every Christian must face the 
Cross for himself. It is with this more practical issue 
presented by die Cross that the writer is concerned. 
If the Cross has held such a vital place in Christianity 
for nineteen hundred years, there must be some mes¬ 
sage it can speak to every honest soul. 

Above everything else, the writer hopes that those 
who read the pages that follow will seek to hear die 
call of the Christ, as he challenges us with his thrilling 
dare: “If any man will be my disciple, let him take up 
his cross and follow me.” 

G. R. J. 
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WHY THE CROSS, FOR JESUS? 


From that time forth began Jesus to shew unto his disciples, 
how that he must go unto Jerusalem, and suffer many things 
of the elders and chief priests and scribes, and be killed, and 
be raised again the third day. 

—Matthew 16:21 

It is almost impossible to overemphasize the im- 
portance of the Cross. It is at the very heart of our 
religion. It presents an issue with which every Chris¬ 
tian must deal. It is not a mere academic or theological 
question; it has to do with life itself. The more one 
studies it, the greater it grows. 

In his old age, Tintoretto, the famous Venetian paint¬ 
er, asked to be taken once again to the seaside. He 
wanted to look upon the Adriatic another time. As his 
vision swept over the rolling waves, he exclaimed: “The 
sea always grows greater.” 

It is that way with the Cross. Its deeper meaning 
grows on us all the time. 

There is something about the Cross so gripping, so 
sweeping in its power, that the longer one studies it, 
the more often one kneels before it, the more earnestly 
one ponders its significance, the larger it looms on the 
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horizon of the mind. There is a reason for this. It 
is not simply because of the Cross. It is essentially 
because of diat Strange Man who hung upon the Cross. 

i 

What were the experiences which brought him to 
Calvary? Why the Cross for Jesus, anyway? 

Surely, there must be some explanation as to why 
Jesus felt that the Cross was inescapable. Apparently 
he could not avoid it. In those last days of his life, he 
kept saying things which clearly indicated that he must 
go to the Cross. He felt that it was inevitable. 

“Ye know that after two days is the feast of the Pass- 
over, and the Son of man is betrayed to be crucified.” 

“Verily, verily, I say unto you. Except a corn of 
wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth alone: 
but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit.” 

“Verily I say unto you, that one of you shall betray 
me.” 

“From that time forth began Jesus to shew unto his 
disciples, how .... he must suffer .... and be 
killed.” 

The words move us deeply. We wish we could 
grasp their full meaning. But they seem to deal with 
something beyond our depth. If, however, first of all, 
we drink of Jesus simply as a man in Galilee, who lived 
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a life that led to a crucifixion, we may get hold of some 
truth that will help us more fully to appreciate this 
Strange Man. 

ii 

Jesus could not escape the Cross because of what he 
was and because of who he was. There was not a 
chance for a man with the character of Jesus to avoid 
the Cross. He would not compromise with evil. He 
was not a coward. In one way or anodter, most of us 
seek to avoid difficulties. We want to escape them. 
Jesus did not want to suffer, either. He would have 
avoided the Cross if he could have done so without 
abandoning his sense of honor. That is the reason he 
prayed in the Garden of Gethsemane, “If it be possible, 
let this cup pass from me.” 

But it was not possible for the cup to pass because he 
refused to compromise with wrong or abandon his 
dreams and plans for the Kingdom of Heaven. He re¬ 
fused to alter either his purpose or his character. 

If there had been a yellow streak in him, fust one 
weakness in his soul, he might have escaped the Cross. 
We know how we are often afraid. We do not quite 
have the courage to suffer for right. It does not seem 
discreet to be uncompromising. At least, so we excuse 
ourselves. Jesus could not follow diat course 1 
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If he could have taken part of his courage out of 
his soul, and substituted for it a little bit of fear, and 
then explained to himself that the longer a man lives, 
the more work he is able to do, the better he can per¬ 
form his service, the finer will be the character that 
he cultivates—he might have escaped. 

If he had only been able to persuade himself that 
his duty and responsibility to his family necessitated his 
living, he might have avoided the Cross. If he could 
only have said to himself, “I owe it to my mother.” 
Joseph was dead. It seems that the responsibility of 
supporting his mother had fallen upon him. That is 
why he turned to John and said, “Behold thy mother!” 
So, too, he said to Mary: “Woman, behold thy son!” 
Thus did he give the responsibility that he had borne 
to this intimate friend of his. Jesus, knowing that he 
was under obligation to his mother, and persuading 
himself that the longer he lived the finer service he 
might be able to render, could have said, “I owe it to 
my mother to avoid die Cross.” Then he could have 
gone over into Transjordania and refused to face the 
crisis in Jerusalem. But Jesus was not a coward, not 
even enough of one to rationalize about his duty. 

There were certain circumstances which inevitably 
forced the cross upon him. Jesus had to deal with men 
16 
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whose hearts were filled with ill will, jealousy, malice, 
and hate. He was not responsible for these conditions. 
He had longed to save these people from all the forces 
that were warping their minds, from all the evil that 
was poisoning their hearts. But many of them would 
not listen to his warnings. He had not been able to 
change either them or the adverse circumstances. He 
had to confront a “religious” group who were deter¬ 
mined to kill him, and a military government that his 
enemies could use in executing their plans. 

Jesus faced the Cross because his loveliness was not 
desired by people who cared most for ugliness, because 
his character was not appreciated by people who were 
uninterested in the spiritual realities at the center of 
his life. 

He went to the Cross because his very goodness was 
repellent to so many of his fellows. Those who love 
evil always hate goodness. This is one of the facts of 
life and religion. It explains why the prophets and 
early religious leaders were stoned and put to death. 
It helps to explain why Jesus, too, went to Calvary. 
His own goodness antagonized people who were un¬ 
willing to accept his spirit for their lives. 

They crucified Jesus because he was too good! Evil 
hates goodness. We often dislike people who refuse 
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to be used by us, if we are arbitrary enough to insist 
tha.t they do our will. The man who has been your 
friend may become your enemy, if you refuse to com¬ 
ply with die rigid demand that he makes upon you. 
Unless he has a love for goodness, and a sense of fair 
play, he will most likely turn against you. Arbitrary 
individuals who are deeply prejudiced want others to 
conform to their desires. That is what the religious 
leaders wanted Jesus to do, but he refused to heed them. 

People who were once friendly toward us sometimes 
come to hate us because we are not willing to be dic¬ 
tated to by them. When we lay this fact down beside 
that other truth of which we were thinking, namely, 
that evil hates goodness, we get a glimpse of the in¬ 
evitability of the Cross. We see something about it 
that is so graphic it sweeps across our minds with a 
flash. The fellow-citizens of Amos hated die prophet 
because he loved the poor people. Others hated Micali 
because he told them thousands of rams, offered in 
sacrifice, would not serve as a substitute for justice. 
The Pharisees did not like Jesus. How could they 
unless they changed! 

“But woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
for ye shut up die kingdom of heaven against men: for 
18 
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ye neither go in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that 
are entering to go in. 

“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
for ye devour widows’ houses, and for a pretence make 
long prayers: therefore ye shall receive the greater 
damnation. 

“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
for ye compass sea and land to make one proselyte; 
and when he is made, ye make him twofold more the 
child of hell than yourselves. 

“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
for ye pay tithe of mint, and anise, and cummin, and 
have omitted the weightier matters of the law, judg¬ 
ment, mercy, and faith: these ought ye to have done, 
and not to leave the other undone. 

“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! 
because ye build the tombs of the prophets, and garn¬ 
ish the sepulchres of the righteous, and say, if we had 
been in the days of our fathers, we would not have 
been partakers with them in the blood of the prophets. 
Wherefore ye be witnesses unto yourselves, that ye are 
the children of them which killed the prophets.” 

How could people hear these words and not become 
bitterly angry—unless they repented of their sins! 

If we who are ministers were to preach with such 
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uncompromising vehemence, our churches would have 
more empty pews! Most people simply cannot face 
facts that have to do with their unethical relationships. 
To do so is too painful. The people could not stand 
this Man who stood on the street corner and told them 
of their sins, who walked out before them and said: 
“Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers! how can ye es¬ 
cape the damnation of hell ? Wherefore, behold, I send 
unto you prophets, and wise men, and scribes: and 
some of them ye shall kill and crucify; and some of 
them shall ye scourge in your synagogues, and perse¬ 
cute them from city to city.” 

The self-righteous could not stand that. We could 
not stand it today. People still turn against the man 
who challenges them with uncompromising truth like 
that. Jesus went to the Cross because there were those 
conditions—personal and social—which forced him to 
the Cross. 

If Jesus were to come again, we would kill him. We 
might not nail him to a cross. We might shoot him or 
hang him. Crucifixions no longer take place as they 
did in Jesus’ day. But we would kill Jesus! There is 
something so terrible about personal resentment and 
mass psychology that when we begin to realize that a 
man has spoken too plainly to us, something rises up 
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within us, like some surging power, and we demand 
vengeance. We join die hosts who insist upon pun¬ 
ishment for one who has offended us. 

Why the Cross? The Cross had to be, simply be¬ 
cause there was anger and hatred and ugliness which 
rose up against Jesus. All these were in die minds and 
hearts of the people to whom Christ spoke. The Cross 
is simply inescapable when you have a prophet, like 
Jesus, who will not run away because he is brave 
enough to stay. The Cross is unavoidable when you 
have a Righteous Man who insists that goodness tri¬ 
umph, and people who violently oppose the kind of 
goodness for which he pleads. 

hi 

But much more is involved! Jesus talked of God 
in terms that the religious leaders of his own day 
could neither understand nor appreciate. He was the 
mouthpiece of this Deity. He was the one who de¬ 
livered the message of God. Furthermore, he actually 
lived everything he taught. The people did not like 
that. They did not want a Godlike Leader, one who 
loved all alike, regardless of race, color, or social caste. 

If Jesus could have overlooked the conditions of 
his day, no one would have been offended. He could 
have been a popular pastor! But, as soon as he began 
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to speak of social injustices, as soon as he probed into 
the deeper motives of the human heart, they began to 
plan how to be rid of Jesus. The truth cut them to the 
quick. They did not want to hear about sin. 

So they carried Jesus out to the Cross. They made a 
terrific mistake. They should have asked how to be 
free from sin, and how to learn the meaning of di¬ 
vine forgiveness, and then how to experience it. They 
needed the truth—and divine grace—to set them free! 

Christ was so earnest in his thinking, so uncompro¬ 
mising in his dealing that necessarily only those who 
were willing to accept him would be his friends. The 
rest became his enemies. 

IV 

There is something so challenging in this experience 
of Jesus that we may well despair of ever fully under¬ 
standing it. We need, however, to bring as much as 
possible of its truth to our life today. We need to 
see that the same forces still run directly athwart the 
divine purposes of Christ. We honor him ritualistic- 
ally, but we go right on opposing him ethically and 
morally. 

That is a disturbing story which Francis Turner Pal- 
grave, the compiler of The Golden Treasury, tells in 
his diary, describing the behavior of the mob that in- 
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vaded the Palace of the Tuileries during the French 
Revolution. The mob had gone through several rooms. 
They were intent upon looting and destroying what 
they saw. It was a violent, shrieking crowd of en¬ 
raged people. They burst open a closed door, to find 
themselves suddenly in the palace chapel. There above 
the altar was an appropriate painting. It was of Christ 
being crucified. A hush fell upon this furious crowd 
of enraged men. Somebody cried out, “Hats off!” 
Every head was bowed. Then before one realized what 
was occurring, the crowd knelt. Reverence and awe 
laid hold upon them. 

Then in the silence of that holy reverence, some¬ 
body went forward and took down the picture from 
the altar. It was placed in a neighboring church. But 
when the picture was removed, the tide of destruction 
rolled on. 

It is almost too vivid a scene upon which to medi¬ 
tate. We are so very much like that! Last Sunday 
we looked at the Cross. Somewhere next Sunday we 
shall see the Cross and become very reverent in its 
presence. We will face it again and again, and then 
forget the Man who hung on it. Or we will go out and 
crucify him again. 

The same evil is in control of the hearts of men as 
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was dominant in the first Christian century. Jesus 
goes to Calvary again because there are conditions that 
sweep him to the Cross and nail him there. We nail 
him there. 

I am thinking about a man now who for a number 
of years has kept saying that he honors the Christ. In 
many ways he has said that he feels the Master is worthy 
of his soul. In a letter he indicates the same fact again. 
I know he feels the Christ should have his heart and life, 
but at the close of his brief message he says he cannot 
now make Christ his king. He refuses to give the 
Master his heart. When I last talked with him, as I 
looked in his face, I made an earnest appeal. But he 
turned back from accepting the Christ. Resolutely, 
through the years, he has walked across the soul of 
Jesus Christ; and yet he takes off his hat before the 
altar, and in the sacred sanctuary he can be as reverent 
as you and I. 

Devoted church people forced Jesus to Golgotha and 
compelled the soldiers to nail him to the Cross. They 
were people who knew enough about religion to be 
reverent. They had read the Hebrew psalms and were 
familiar with the religion of their day. “Our God is an 
awful God,” said the Hebrews. That was part of their 
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religion—a sense of holy awe. They felt it then, but 
they still carried Jesus out and crucified him. 

He is still suffering. Look at the hosts who refuse 
to respond to his appeal. Look into your own heart 
—and mine—and see how we have crushed this Lover 
of our souls. 

Sometime ago I sat in a church pew with a man to 
whom I was talking about this same Christ of the 
Cross. The man was reverent and polite. He was 
willing to go to church. That in itself is better than 
hosts of people are doing today. He had a sense of 
what was right. He could be prayerful in church. 
But he would not do anything about the Cross, and 
when he walked out he tramped deliberately across 
the Christ’s soul. I saw him again. There were writ¬ 
ten on his face deep lines that spoke volumes concern¬ 
ing the failures of his life. 

v 

Jesus went to the Cross long before he trudged up 
the hill of Golgotha. Let us keep that in mind. 

See him as he stands outside the city walls. At least 
spiritually, he looks upon the whole city as he cries, 
“O Jerusalem, Jerusalem .... how often would I have 
gathered thy children together, as a hen doth gather 
her brood under her wings, and ye would not!” It 
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is the torture of rejected Love—the suffering of one 
who could save, and who longed to redeem, but whose 
proffer of aid was ruthlessly rejected. 

“I sometimes think about the cross, 

And shut my eyes and try to see 
The cruel nails and crown of thorns, 

And Jesus crucified for me. 

“But even could I see him die, 

I could but see a little part 
Of that great love which like a fire 
Is always burning in his heart.” 

Nevertheless, we do see quite vividly something of 
the greatness in his soul! As he hung on the cross, 
many others went by and wagged their heads. They 
laughed at Jesus and scornfully shook their heads, 
saying, “Why don’t you come down from die cross? 
Once you could do many miracles. You saved others; 
save yourself!” It all seemed ludicrous to them. It 
was a laughable matter. 

You can tell what people are by what amuses diem. 
How we treat sacred diings, seriously or humorously, 
discloses something of our deepest character. They 
laughed at Jesus. That hurt him more than all their 
cruel, bitter words. The reason has to do with his love 
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for them. They broke his heart. That spiritual trag¬ 
edy was enacted many times before he went to Cal¬ 
vary! 

Jesus refused to follow any other way except the 
course of Divine Love. Certain disciples once wished 
that he would call down fire from heaven and burn up 
a village that failed to welcome him; but Jesus did not 
adopt that technique. He would not compel people 
to do right. Nor would he call twelve legions of 
angels to deliver him from his enemies. 

There was a Cross in the soul of Jesus before he went 
to Golgotha. It was because he loved these people. 
So, too, because he loves you and me, when we play the 
fool, it k,His him! His soul is crushed when we will 
have nothing to do with all that he offers in order to 
redeem us. 

Suppose you were a physician—suppose a man whose 
life you were trying to save, who was not under the in¬ 
fluence of an anesthetic and was altogether in his ra¬ 
tional mind, hated you for trying to help him. Sup¬ 
pose you were operating upon this man, working des¬ 
perately, and while he was completely rational he 
said vehement, violent, mean things to you all the 
time, and yet you kept trying to save his life. The 
man laughs at you, spits in your face, and does every- 
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thing in his power to distract your attention, and to 
turn you from what you are doing. He thinks you 
are quite silly. He sneers at you for wanting to save 
him. That is a faint picture of what these people were 
doing who laughed at Jesus. 

Renan pens a picture of Jesus on Calvary, rejected 
by the very people he came to save. He raises the 
question as to whether Christ may have repented at 
the very hour that he was dying for such ungrateful 
people—so vile a race! The pitiless eastern sun is 
beating down upon him. The crowd, half mocking 
and half compassionate, is surging at his feet. The 
Roman soldiers are gambling to see who will have 
his last possessions. It may be that the voice of the 
tempter did then whisper-in his ear, “To what purpose 
is all this ?” But Jesus went on anyway, and died be¬ 
cause he loved man that much. When the night came, 
it was not dark enough to hide the most unselfish 
deed the world has ever witnessed. Here was the 
lifeless body of a Man who had lived more devotedly 
for humanity than any individual who has ever walked 
the roadways of this world 1 

Why the Cross? The evils of the human heart 
compelled Christ to go to Calvary. Yet even with all 
the sins that made it necessary, it gave Jesus the mar- 
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velous chance of saying something everlastingly real 
about the Heart of the universe. Some of us are sure 
that because Christ suffered, as he lived, on our level 
of life, we can truly love God; and we thus discover 
the power to rise toward him. Choosing the Cross— 
with all it means—was more like God than anything 
else Christ could have done! 
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Then entered Satan into Judas surnamed Iscariot, being of 
the number of the twelve. And he went his way, and com¬ 
muned with the chief priests and captains, how he might be¬ 
tray him unto them. 

—Luke 22:3, 4 

No ONE INDIVIDUAL WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DEATH 

of Jesus. His crucifixion was not so simple a matter 
as that! There were many who had a part in his tor¬ 
ture. On one occasion there seemed to be a multitude 
that could scarcely be numbered. 

Whoever else we may hold answerable, however, 
we cannot excuse Judas. Everybody associates him 
with the death of Jesus. No matter what our honest 
beliefs may be about who was chiefly responsible, it 
is impossible to dismiss the betrayal of Judas from our 
minds when we recall the bloody experience of the 
Cross. Indeed, when we were quite young, many of 
us felt that if we could have taken Judas out of the 
story, we might not have had the Cross. Somehow we 
were convinced that he was of all men most guilty. 

Among other reasons for our feeling this way, there 
is one diat is easily overlooked. It is die fact that Judas 
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is referred to as a traitor on several occasions in the 
New Testament. When the name of Judas is used by 
three biblical writers, they add a clause with which 
every reader of the New Testament is familiar. It is 
this: “who also betrayed him.” Long before the cru¬ 
cifixion, die reader is told that Judas is going to have 
this despicable part in the tragedy of the Cross. Some¬ 
times one feels an injustice has been done the man. 
The reader is prejudiced against him, even in die 
earlier pages of the record. 


i 

That is not fair. We ought happily to recognize 
every fine quality the man portrayed. Certainly Judas 
must have had many admirable traits of character. 
There was undoubtedly much that was most attractive 
about him. Otherwise Jesus would never have chosen 
him for a disciple. Furthermore, Judas was a man of 
ability. It is not reasonable to think that Jesus would 
have entrusted him with the funds of the company 
unless he had had some sound intelligence concerning 
finances. It is a compliment to Judas that Jesus per¬ 
mitted him to become the treasurer of this first Chris¬ 
tian group. Undoubtedly, if we had seen Judas when 
he first became a disciple of Jesus, we would have liked 
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him. We would have been sure that Jesus had made 
another wise selection. 

Indeed, it is altogether reasonable to assume that 
Judas had a spirit of idealism. Otherwise, he would 
not have become an intimate friend of Jesus. There 
must have been devotion and love for the Master in 
the heart of Judas. It is not good judgment to assert 
that he could have followed Jesus and lived with him 
through all the months of his ministry without being 
affected by the magnetic qualities of the Master of men. 

Of course, there are some people who think that 
Judas must have had some dishonorable purpose in 
his heart from the outset. The facts do not sustain this 
theory. Judas chose Jesus because he was interested 
in what Jesus proposed to do. Furthermore, he un¬ 
doubtedly enjoyed being in die company of this re¬ 
markable Man. In his choice of Jesus, Judas was dis¬ 
playing real interest and endiusiasm for a cause that 
had capdvated his thinking, even though he did not 
fully understand it. 

There can scarcely be any doubt of the fact that 
Judas was a true disciple, at least for a while. Remem¬ 
ber that Judas made the same sacrifice that Peter and 
James and John made. He left all to follow Jesus. He 
shared the toils of the Master for the many months 
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he was with him. He went through the same trials. 
Is it reasonable to suppose that he was nursing black 
trickery in his heart all this time? Even to ask the 
question is to have the answer. It is entirely contrary 
to reason to think that this would have been true. 
Judas was capable of high idealism. To be sure, there 
was a bad streak in him. But in whom is there not 
a bad streak, or at least something that can easily de¬ 
velop into one ? 

We cannot even pretend to know just when Judas 
succumbed to the temptation which finally defeated 
him . Just how his mind became so warped that he 
could entertain the thought of trickery is something we 
shall likely never know. He made his mistake when 
he allowed himself to dwell upon die dark thoughts 
that came to his mind until, after a while, they domi¬ 
nated his thinking. 

Just how soon love of money mastered Judas, we do 
not know. But die time came when he did not want 
to see money wasted as he believed the woman was 
wasting it who expressed her ardent affection with ex¬ 
pensive perfume. The idea of one’s being so devoted 
to another that one could only portray it by means of 
free-hearted generosity did not appeal to Judas. 

But let no one hastily condemn his interest in money. 
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Who has not been deeply interested either in money or 
what money can do for one? It is how one gains it, 
what one does with it, and why one spends it as one 
does, or why one gives it away, and to whom, that 
counts most. Who has not wished for the security and 
independence which finances seem to be able to guar¬ 
antee? In one of our modern novels there is a char¬ 
acter who wanted riches in order that he might be 
able to tell certain of his enemies that they could go to 
the devil. Many a man has felt that temptation too! 

Sometimes we feel very painfully the way many 
people quibble about money, when it could be used 
for a worthy purpose, and when those who are able 
to direct its use refuse to be generous. Some time ago 
a friend of mine was telling about a minister whom I 
had known and admired, who received a call to a 
certain educational institution. During the time he 
was pondering over what he should do, he had a con¬ 
ference with his church officials about a proposed ex¬ 
penditure for die church that was quite inexpensive. 
It was one to which they should have given dieir at¬ 
tention with interest and appreciation. As he watched 
these men quibble over a few dollars, his thinking con¬ 
cerning his new opportunity crystallized. He walked 
out of the meeting, feeling impelled to take the new 
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position. He could not stand the continued emphasis 
on money by people who were able to be generous, but 
who refused to portray real Christianity in their de 
cisions concerning the church. 

This thing of money has so many angles and it makes 
so many subtle appeals that few of us can look scorn¬ 
fully at Judas with the assurance that we are alto¬ 
gether superior to him in his false evaluation of things 
material. As has been pointed out, Judas was not the 
first, nor the last, treasurer of a religious group who 
vehemently denounced the prodigality of love. When 
he revolted against die idea of waste in this demon¬ 
stration of generous love at Bethany, it was not be¬ 
cause the needs of the poor pressed heavily upon his 
mind and heart. Things had not gone to please him. 
And whatever avarice there was in his soul had nour¬ 
ished other evil desires and attitudes. 

We have recendy been told of a millionaire at whose 
funeral diere was sung the song, “There’s a Gold Mine 
in the Sky.” It is, indeed, to be earnestly hoped that 
the song was a slander on die man’s character. But 
anyone who permits covetousness to become the master 
of his life, will scarcely be able to think of any future 
being worth while without some kind of gold mine. 

Judas had simply reached the place he could not 
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see the most lovely things in life. Whether he had 
actually been stealing money from the treasury is not 
a primary consideration. His soul withered long before 
his body died. Jesus had seen the changes gradually 
coming over the man. But the Master kept treating 
Judas with gracious courtesy and tender love. It was 
the only way Jesus knew how to deal with anyone. 
It was the method he adopted for all those with whom 
he lived. 

Of course, Jesus might have told Judas he would 
have no more to do with him, thus excluding him from 
the intimate fellowship both of the disciples and of 
himself. Had he chosen to do so, he might have forced 
Judas to announce his purpose, to disclose his plan. 
But none of these indicates the technique of Jesus. 
With a heart filled with love for the man, he had to 
watch him shrivel up spiritually and die religiously, 
even while he did everything within the compass of 
Heaven’s power—which is divine love—to save him. 

n 

Whatever the rapidity with which Judas reached his 
decision, the time came when he was ready to betray 
Jesus. He went to the religious authorities. He bar¬ 
gained with them. The price upon which they agreed 
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was thirty pieces of silver. The priests would have 
undoubtedly paid a much higher sum for Jesus. That 
is why some people think jealousy was one of the 
impelling motives that caused Judas to betray his 
Master. 

Dr. Alfred Adler has told of a little girl of six who 
became very delicate and as a result of her ill health 
was the petted member of her home. Then a baby 
sister was born. It was hard on the older child because 
she found herself no longer the center of her parents’ 
interest. Her jealousy became so intense that she lost 
control of herself. One day the body of a little child 
was found in a brook near the village where this six- 
year-old girl lived. Later another child was found in 
the same brook. As a result of careful watch, to the 
startling surprise of everyone concerned, this little girl 
of six was caught in the act of throwing a third baby 
girl into the water. A shocking story, to be sure, but 
it is a powerful suggestion as to what extreme jealousy 
and envy can carry one. 

It is possible that Judas was a Judean, and therefore 
was afflicted with a sense of superiority. It may be that 
he asked himself whether he had been made a fool 
by all the humiliating circumstances of his discipleship. 
Doubtless, there were many motives that played in on 

37 


WHY THE CROSS? 


the man s mind and heart. Certainly, money was not 
the only one, if, indeed, it was the primary one. 

Judas may have felt Jesus could have done more for 
him. Sometimes an assassin will kill a statesman who 
represents for him a father who has been responsible 
for his regrettable position in life. A prominent psy¬ 
chiatrist has pointed out that nearly all assassins are 
poor. He shows how the prominent person who is slain 
is quite often, psychically, die assassin’s father. Re¬ 
ferring to this strange situation, John Gunther points 
out that Brutus, for instance, may have killed Caesar 
because as his spiritual son he wanted to be closest to 
Caesar’s heart and saw that he was being displaced 
by Mark Antony. There are those who believe that 
Brutus murdered Caesar, not because he hated him, but 
because he was jealous of him. 

Some say that Judas was always a devil in spite of 
his attractive personality. But this assertion is actually 
a slander on Jesus. It is thoroughly unreasonable—it 
is an indictment of Jesus’ character—to suggest that 
he would have chosen an emissary of the nether world 
for his disciple. 

Judas could not possibly have betrayed Jesus lightly. 
His motive was certainly a far deeper matter than 
simply trying to earn a little bit of extra money. Fur- 
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ermore, even after Judas had succumbed to the tempta¬ 
tion, there was still much good left in him. The ap¬ 
palling remorse which gripped his mind and heart is 
a clear indication of the fact that there was still some¬ 
thing noble about the man. 

There are some who, far from harshly condemning 
Judas, assert that he was a saint who was lacking in 
understanding. He was trying to compel Jesus to be¬ 
come an earthly Messiah. The facts, however, do not 
confirm this theory. Even though there is the pos¬ 
sibility that he was attempting to force the hand of 
Jesus, and show that Christ was a man of divine power, 
the true Messiah, it is still not possible to call Judas a 
saint! 

Some say that he was chosen in order that he 
might be the traitor. It is certainly not like the Christ 
of Gethsemane and of Calvary to choose a man for 
the purpose of betraying any individual. Even to think 
of Jesus’ planning from the beginning of his ministry 
that Judas should be the one to betray him is almost 
blasphemous. Far from this, Jesus treated the man 
with gracious tenderness and divine compassion. That 
was the only way he could be Christly. 

Nevertheless, Judas followed his traitorous course, 
and turned against die Master of his heart and life. He 
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bartered with Jesus’ enemies. He went out with the 
group to take Jesus. There is no way to excuse him. 
He was responsible for what he was doing. 

A number of years ago, a murderer in England 
went to his death to expiate for his crime; at the same 
time another man was arrested who was responsible 
for three deaths. On trial this man told the court 
how, as a druggist, on the night when he mistakenly 
made up his poisonous prescriptions which had caused 
the three deaths, he had been nursing his wife for three 
days and nights. She was dangerously ill. He was 
nervously distracted. For two days he had had no 
sleep. When he made up his prescriptions he thought 
a bottle of poison was distilled water. As a result of 
his “crime” he was sentenced for manslaughter, but 
only for a brief imprisonment. Deep sympathy was 
extended by many who heard of his suffering. The 
consequence of these two acts was the same, namely, 
death. But the first was heinous and black in the 
deepest way of which we can think, because it was 
purposed. It was planned. The second man had no 
intention of killing another. 

Judas knew he was betraying Jesus. We cannot ex¬ 
cuse him! 

It was a silly sight—this band of armed men who 
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came to capture an unarmed man who had always re¬ 
fused to protect himself, who had always refused to 
fight. He himself said that he could have called a 
legion of angels, but this he refused to do. Look at 
that motley band of armed men as they come with 
staves and swords and lanterns to take the Christ, who 
only a few moments ago was kneeling in prayer! 

So Judas betrays him with a kiss. A rattlesnake 
warns his victim. Judas did not. He kissed the Man he 
came to betray. We remember the maiden who put 
poison on her lips in order to murder the man who 
responded to her ardent appeals of love. 

The kiss Judas gave Jesus was a sign of discipleship. 
Students were accustomed to kiss their rabbi. For 
Judas to use this symbol of affection in the way that 
he did cut the heart of Jesus far more deeply than even 
Jesus ever suggested. It surely pained him more than 
did the blows of the soldiers. What heart-rending 
words they were Christ had used earlier: “Behold, the 
hand of him that betrayeth me is with me on the table.” 
Satan had entered the soul of Judas. 

After it was all over, Judas wanted to undo what he 
had done. He flung the silver that he had taken at 
the feet of those with whom he had bargained. He was 
tormented with the memory of having betrayed the 


4i 


WHY THE CROSS? 


best Friend he ever had. He could have repented, but 
he did not. With marked restraint the statement is 
made that he went unto his own place. 

hi 

Why the Cross? There was Judas, who betrayed 
Jesus! He was responsible. He is certainly one of those 
upon whom we have to place the responsibility. There 
is no way to excuse him. 

Why the Cross? Because there are still people like 
Judas, people who deceive their own friends, people 
who practice chicanery with the sons and daughters of 
God. There are those today who stab others in the 
back with false insinuations and bitter accusations. 
Professing friends whom we cannot trust can still 
wound us deeply. 

The method of Judas is not out of date. He vividly 
shows us how we too inflict pain upon others who are 
also God’s children. We still know how to get rid 
of our enemies, or at least how to bring intense suf¬ 
fering upon their souls. Judas did dramatically what 
many others have done in more subtle ways, with 
friends of Jesus. 

There are still those who refuse to respond to the 
loving appeal of a divine Christ, or who turn against 
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this one to whom once they gave themselves with the 
idealistic devotion of young dreamers who have seen 
the highest and want to make it their very own. 

There are still hosts of us who by some kiss of pro¬ 
fessed allegiance and devotion indicate our loyalty to 
the finest things in life, but who permit lust for finan¬ 
cial gain, or political ambition for worldly prestige, or 
inordinate desire for social advancement, to be the 
real motive of our souls. To pose as a friend of Jesus, 
or of his cause, and then let the mixed motives of de¬ 
sire for place or power to control us and actually direct 
our lives, is to betray Jesus again with a kiss. 

“Was it for sins that I have done. 

He suffered on the tree? 

Amazing pity! grace unknown! 

And love beyond degree!” 
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And Peter remembered the word of Jesus, which said unto 
him, Before the cock crow, thou shalt deny me thrice. And 
he went out, and wept bitterly. 

—Matthew 26:75 

If IT WERE NECESSARY FOR US TO ACCEPT PART OF THE 

responsibility for the crucifixion of Jesus, probably 
most of us would prefer being classified with Simon 
Peter. Certainly we like to feel that we are much 
closer spiritually to him than we are to Judas. We have 
a marked antipathy to Judas. We are quite friendly 
toward Simon Peter, even though he did deny Jesus. 
We always remember that he later repented. Further- 
more, when we recall what a strong character this dis¬ 
ciple became, we realize we are complimenting our¬ 
selves in a subtle way by claiming kinship with him. 

i 

There was undoubtedly always love and devotion 
in the heart of Simon Peter for his Master. Even when 
the disciples fled following the betrayal by Judas, Peter 
and John seem to have regained their own courage, at 
least to some extent. Peter followed him afar off. 
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Many harsh criticisms of Peter have been based on 
this incident. The biblical account has served as the 
basis for many sermons. Simon has been heartily con¬ 
demned for following the Master afar off. Most of 
these statements of condemnation are entirely too 
severe and altogether out of order. Peter was at least 
following his Master! At that very moment all the 
others had apparently forsaken him. What he did was 
certainly far better than complete desertion. 

Finally Peter came to the Oriental house where 
Jesus was waiting. The house was built around the 
paved courtyard. A friendly act of a fellow disciple 
secured entree for Simon. John was able to get him in. 
He passed the outer gate where there was a room, or 
some kind of lodge, for the porter. He went through 
the wicket gate that was opened and shut by a porter. 

Then he strolled toward the group where they were 
discussing this Strange Man called Jesus. The Master 
was being condemned by everyone. Nobody was 
lifting a voice of protest, or speaking a word of com¬ 
mendation for Jesus. The crowd was set against 
him. Peter might have recalled an ancient Hebrew 
psalm with which he was doubtless familiar. He 
could have well repeated those words to himself: 
“Blessed is the man that walketh not in the counsel 


45 


WHY THE CROSS? 


of the ungodly, nor standeth in the way of sinners, 
nor sitteth in the seat of the scornful.” But Peter for¬ 
got those words, or refused to meditate upon them. 

He was cold, for the night air had chilled his body; 
and there was a fire in die center of the courtyard. He 
went over to warm himself. The courtyard was ring¬ 
ing with jests about Jesus. He was the butt of many 
crude jokes. The crowd was laughing at this ridiculous 
man whom some had foolishly claimed was the Mes¬ 
siah. Simon kept silent. It is possible that he tried 
to appear as though he were one of the scorners. At 
least, he was not willing to make a protest, and that 
meant that already he was in imminent danger. For 
not to confess our devotion for one to whom we have 
sworn our loyalty is the next thing to denying him. 
Peter, however, had not forgotten his Lord. How 
could he ever forget Christ? 

There may be a few people who deliberately tear 
themselves away from religion, but most of diose who 
deny religion by word of mouth deep down in their 
hearts are convinced that it is one of life’s realities. 
Most people do secretly cultivate some sense of reli¬ 
gion. The trouble with too many of us, however, is 
that we try to serve two masters. This was Simon 
Peter’s difficulty. Down deep in his soul he was still 
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secretly worshiping Jesus, but he wanted to be popular 
with the crowd. He could smile at their witticisms. 
He could laugh as they laughed. He did not want to 
be treated as a peculiar individual who stood out against 
the crowd. 

n 

Then came this sudden and severe attack on his 
sense of loyalty from an altogether unexpected source. 
Probably already there had been suspicious glances to¬ 
ward Simon. Some had doubtless been glaring at 
him, wondering who he was, and why he was there. 
With a woman’s cleverness, a portress had evidendy 
discerned the secret that Peter was trying so desper¬ 
ately to keep hidden in his own heart. As she passed 
by, on the way to her room, this woman glanced at 
Peter with a twinkle in her eyes and said to the soldiers 
who were standing there, “This is one of the Nazarene’s 
followers.” There was scorn in her voice. She did 
not even try to hide her malicious spirit. It was quite 
amusing to her that anyone should be a follower of 
this man who was so weak he could not protect himself. 
He had been betrayed and now was ready to be con¬ 
demned. Peter was taken by surprise. Fear laid hold 
on his heart. 

He had already gone too far in his cowardly course. 
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For he had listened to the crowd make fun of Jesus. 
They may have even blasphemed him. He had sat 
there in the company, or stood with them, and heard 
their ribald remarks without making a single protest. 
Now he was too intricately involved to extricate him¬ 
self. He said, quite simply: “I do not know what 
you mean.” Fear had won in the battle for Peter’s 
soul. He did not have the courage to express his real 
feelings, to be true to his truest self. He had lost his 
nerve. 

Who does not sympathize with him? How many 
times we have been afraid that people would laugh 
at us! Or we have been troubled with the thought of 
violent disagreement. Some of us still fear what certain 
people will say about us. We can understand the mind 
of Simon Peter. 

But Peter is not done with this matter. He is now 
more than uncomfortable; he is quite nervous. He 
turns away from every suspicious glance. Cowardice 
has already laid hold upon him. The ghosts of fear 
are stalking through the corridors of his soul. He has 
denied his Master, and every moment that passes is 
like the tide of the sea carrying him further and fur¬ 
ther out, so that he cannot save himself. 

There is another maiden standing near. She comes 
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near him. She may have been out at the gate through 
which he had to pass in order to reach the inner court. 
She also accuses him, saying, “That is one of the fol¬ 
lowers of this Nazarene.” Now the man is more than 
irritated. He cannot stand what is going on. A sense 
of guilt sweeps through his conscience. It is simply 
overpowering. He has already lied once. He turns 
around and lies again, this time with an oath. Then he 
turns abruptly and warms himself again by the fire. 

His body may be finding comfort, but there is an¬ 
other fire that does not comfort him. It is raging 
within his soul. It is burning his very heart out. No 
one who knows this man Simon Peter can imagine that 
he was able to stay still, even physically, for a little 
while. Why don’t these people attend to their own 
affairs? But they will not leave him alone. 

There was another who recognized him. The panic- 
stricken man simply lost all control of himself. He 
was now like a maddened animal who was being at¬ 
tacked. He doubtless felt that they were dealing with 
him unfairly. There is scarcely any doubt, either, but 
that he could justify what he had done. It was the 
only thing to do under the circumstances, he may 
have told himself. “A man could not play the fool, 
and run the risk of being arrested himself. He could 
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do Jesus so much more good as a free man.” But 
a tempest is raging in his heart. There are loud accusa¬ 
tions. How he wishes they would hush! Blind with 
rage, he swears with an oath that he does not know 
this man. Then the cock crows. It is like the sound¬ 
ing of the knell that summons a man to his death. 

Why had Peter lost his nerve? He did not have 
to show the white feather. Let us never forget this. 
He could have assumed another attitude from the very 
moment he entered the courtyard. He might have 
made a decision similar to that made by one of our 
well-known religious leaders a number of years ago. 
The incident which concerned him occurred at a club 
in one of our great cities. The occasion was a special 
gathering that had brought together a number of 
prominent citizens. A nationally known politician 
presided. An internationally known military officer 
from England was a special guest. The well-known 
politician was forceful and strong in presenting the 
worthy cause that had already won the interest of tire 
group. Those who were present at the dinner were 
most responsive and cordial. 

There was one great embarrassment in die meeting, 
however, which sorely disturbed at least one man 
present, the minister. The chairman kept using violent 
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and profane language which was in direct contrast to 
the spirit of religion, that emphasizes genuine rever¬ 
ence. 

Then the clergyman was most graciously introduced 
by die politician. In his introduction he remarked diat 
he had sat up until midnight reading a volume of die 
man’s sermons. His wife had presented him widi the 
copy. In responding, the noted clergyman told how 
interested he was in the project which was being dis¬ 
cussed that evening. He pointed out how worthy he 
considered it. But he went on to add that if he had had 
the least idea diat the chairman was going to sit up 
and read a volume of his sermons, he would have cer¬ 
tainly included one on profanity. 

Of course the group laughed, in both an open and a 
half-concealed manner. The chairman looked at his 
feet and at last said: “Doctor, I guess I had it coming 
to me!” 

This clergyman, whom some of us admire greatly, 
asserted that it was one of those occasions where to let 
the matter pass in silence would have been either 
stupidity or cowardice. 

The statement suggests exactly what happened with 
Simon Peter. He did take the stupid and cowardly 
course. He could have avoided all the difficulty which 
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he later faced if he had only testified as to his allegiance 
and loyalty to Jesus. But he let his chance go by, and 
,as a result had to pay the price of painful remorse. 

hi 

All this would have been enough. He now is 
wounded in his soul beyond words. But there is some¬ 
thing far more painful for him. He sees Jesus! And 
Jesus says nothing! The Master does not accuse him 
or condemn him. The Master does not utter a single 
harshly spoken word. In his countenance are only dis¬ 
appointment, pity, sorrow, and divine love. There is 
deep pathos in his soul and—forgiveness! Even Peter 
can see that on the face of Jesus. 

In his book, Jesus, The Son of Man, Kahlil Gibran 
says that when the Master warned Peter that he would 
betray him, he “put his hand upon Peter’s shoulder, and 
smiled upon him, and said, ‘Who knows but that you 
may deny me before this night is over and leave me 
before I leave you ?’ ” Here was warning, but given, 
so Gibran thinks, with the smile of a devoted friend. 

' It crushed Simon Peter now to see what Jesus still 
thought of him. It hurt him when he realized how 
tenderly the Master was going to deal with him, in spite 
of all the bitterness with which he had denied his 
Friend. That looly of Christ brol{e his heart. 
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It was the look which also rescued him. Peter real¬ 
ized that Jesus still loved him. He understood that 
Jesus would forgive him. The look of Christ was more 
than enough to tell him how terribly he had failed. 
But that look also gave him his one great hope—that 
Christ would extend his divine pardon if he repented. 
There was more than keen disappointment in the eyes 
of Jesus. There was the love of the Saviour. 

That is why Peter did not stop with remorse; he went 
on to repentance. He turned his back upon the past. 
He sought the redeeming forgiveness of his Lord. It 
was too late to change the past. The moving finger 
had already written and then moved on. All the regret 
and all the remorse of Peter could not change it. But 
Peter knew that he could write again, yes, write a far 
better record under the direction of Jesus. He went 
out to inscribe a message on the hearts and minds of 
men that they could never forget. If Jesus could for¬ 
give him, Simon Peter, then Jesus could redeem any 
man! That he could say to every despairing soul. 

When some of us see how the heart of Simon Peter 
was cut to the quick, we remember many deeds in our 
own lives which we keenly regret. Who cannot recall 
many things that he wishes he could change ? How we 
have suffered because we failed to play the man! Some- 
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times we feel salty tears coming to our eyes because we 
disappointed our parents. Now that we have children 
of our own, we understand how we grieved them. We 
are deeply pained. 

Boswell tells us how when Samuel Johnson was only 
a boy, he once refused to go to the Uttoxeter Market at 
the direction of his father. His father kept a book¬ 
stall in this marketplace, and he earnestly desired his 
boy’s help. As a proud laddie, who did not feel obedi¬ 
ence was to be expected at the time, Samuel Johnson 
refused to go. It was only a momentary act of disobedi¬ 
ence. It occurred in his early boyhood. But Dr. John¬ 
son never forgot it. The memory of it made deep lines 
in his mind. When he was an old man, in order to 
help his own feelings, as a symbol of his repentance, 
Samuel Johnson went back to the marketplace and 
stood there bareheaded in the rain in the very spot 
where his father’s bookstall had been. Simon Peter 
could have understood Johnson’s feelings. Johnson 
knew something at least of the pathetic state of Peter’s 
heart. 

iv 

Why the Cross? Well, there was Simon Peter whose 
denial brought unutterable anguish to the soul of Jesus, 
hours before the wooden beams were erected outside 
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the city walls. No one likes to have a friend deny 
that he knows him. The deeper our friendship goes, 
the more severe is our suffering when one turns against 
us. Peter had sworn the allegiance of his soul to Jesus. 
He had declared that though all others should deny 
Jesus, he most positively would not. But he did! 

Why the Cross? Because there are still hosts of us 
who formally profess Christianity, and then in one 
way or another, by attitudes and deeds, deny that we 
are followers of Jesus. We may have once sworn al¬ 
legiance, but then we turn against him. We warm 
ourselves by some fire where a group is gathered, sneer¬ 
ing at sacred things or laughing at religion. We offer 
no protest. By one gesture or another we deny that 
we belong to Christ. We sit with some group in the 
smoker on the pullman. From what we say and do, 
no one would ever guess that we had knelt at the 
holy communion altar and worshiped the Christ who 
died upon a Cross. We deny that we know him. 

We well know that we cannot afford to compromise 
our souls. We have promised not to do so. But since 
everybody else is indulging, we do too. We sit with 
the cynics. We laugh with the scorners. We joke with 
the sneerers. We never raise our voice in protest when 
dirusts are being made at the highest and holiest things 
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in life; and after a while, when we have become so 
deeply involved there is no way out, and someone raises 
the question about our religious loyalties, we become 
irritable and vehemently deny that we are puritanical. 
We are men and women of the world. We are quite 
sophisticated. We can take care of ourselves. We are 
not narrow. We are quite liberal—liberal enough to 
deny that we are Christ’s followers! 

Why the Cross? Because there are people like you 
and me who still deny the Christ! 
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Then the band .... took Jesus, and bound him, and led 
him away to Annas first .... Annas .... sent him bound 
unto Caiaphas. 

—John 18 : 12 , 13 , 24 

Annas and Jesus! What a strange meeting! Here 
were two men, representing religion, who were as far 
apart as the two poles. Jesus had said that true religion 
makes one self-sacrificing. Annas had used even the 
church for selfish purposes. 

Annas was no stranger to Jesus. When Jesus was 
only a boy, helping his father in the carpenter’s shop 
in Nazareth, Annas was high priest. The best people 
had not been drawn to him. By his very nature he 
repelled those who had a high sense of ethics. He had 
been a man of power who knew how to use it ruth¬ 
lessly. Annas was haughty and proud. Those who 
have studied his life assert he was also cruel. He did 
not refrain from making others suffer. After a num¬ 
ber of years he was removed from office. 

The influence of Annas, however, remained. He was 
a shrewd church politician who knew how to accom- 
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plish most of his purposes. By clever manipulating he 
had remained the real power of Israel. He had been 
able to secure the office of high priesthood for four sons. 
Caiaphas, who was high priest at the time of Jesus’ 
crucifixion, was the son-in-law of Annas. Wire-pulling 
had become an art with Annas. As James Black has 
said, by means of it he had made the highest office in 
the Jewish religion practically a family possession. 

The Jewish law and system of religion had played 
into the hands of this unscrupulous politician. Once 
a year each Israelite had to journey to the Holy Temple, 
bringing what was known as “the price of atonement.” 
Since the law required that this half-shekel be offered in 
the coin known as the shekel of the sanctuary, it was 
necessary for the people to exchange the money they 
normally used for this special currency. The money¬ 
changers had tables at convenient places so that the 
offering of redemption would be available in the proper 
coin. A fee was charged for every transaction. Thus 
the profit from the service rendered amounted to thou¬ 
sands of dollars in our money. Religion had become 
quite expensive! 

There was also a charge made for examining the ob¬ 
jects which were used at the Passover feast, such as the 
lambs brought by the peasants. These necessary items 
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were also provided for those who did not bring them. 
The price placed on them was as high as the public 
would pay. The profit on these concessions added to 
the wealth and power of Annas and his family. The 
ex-high priest, having established the system, saw that 
the funds were properly “directed.” Annas was a 
shrewd business man. 

Like some other clever possessors of power who are 
not particularly eager to hold high offices themselves, 
but who insist on controlling those who are in places 
of supposed authority, Annas knew how to direct 
human puppets. He was adept at making others do 
what he said. He was old in years, but, as has been 
pointed out, he was still older in cunning. His was 
a serpentine wisdom. Some have thought he had no 
sense of honor whatever, nor any regard at all for the 
rights of others. His conscience may have spoken to 
him, but Annas did not confer with it. His obstinacy 
was too pronounced to permit any consideration of the 
feelings of odiers to determine what he did. 

Everybody recognized his power. The band who 
had gone out to take Jesus hurried their captive to An¬ 
nas first of all. This was a clear recognition of his 
political power. It was a tribute to the ecclesiastical 
prestige of diis underhanded manipulator of church 
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machinery. Men knew that he was the real ruler of 
Israel. 


i 

Two entirely different principles of life are person¬ 
ified in the meeting of Jesus and Annas. How vividly 
they are portrayed! Here was an old man who thought 
of everything and everybody in terms of how he could 
use them. His aims and purposes had to do with ma¬ 
terial things. Though he practiced his cunning under 
the guise of religion, he did not believe in the reality 
of the unseen. His life was not guided by high religious 
ideals. Seventy-year-old Annas was convinced that 
only place and power and prestige counted. Posses¬ 
sions were worth more than a sense of honor. 

Now he was looking upon a man whose whole life 
was guided by the everlasting principles of right. Here 
was Jesus facing him, who had said that a man should 
be willing to give up every material possession, if need 
be, in order to keep his conscience clear. Annas did not 
know how to do anything “out in the open.” Jesus 
was never ashamed of anything he did. He was willing 
for everything in the records of his life to be read by 
everybody. Jesus was clear in his thinking, honest in 
his purposes and plans, and always went straight as an 
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arrow toward his goal of goodness. He was uncom¬ 
promisingly devoted to truth and love. Annas had 
lived in secret conference rooms and had used people 
who were willing to do what he told them in order to 
gain some little recognition or economic security. 

Some time ago I was in another state, where I had 
gone for a series of special religious services. A friend 
of mine, a college president, was discussing a char¬ 
acter in that city, now old and very lonely. He had 
once been the most powerful church politician of his 
denomination in the particular area in which he lived. 
He had been able to get things done. He knew how to 
promote those in whom he was interested. For years 
what he said counted with many people. Now he was 
old and lonely. Those who might have been his com¬ 
rades had no reason to be friendly. He had not dis¬ 
played the warmth of friendship in his earlier years. 
Those who might have cared for him remembered 
how he had once manipulated church machinery. 

It is a faint picture of Anna.,, except that in his old 
age he was still the man of power he had been. He was 
still in the place of influence. Even the masses knew 
that his voice counted most of all. They hurried Christ 
into his presence to learn his directions. 

How could Jesus escape a cross when he had to deal 

61 


WHY THE CROSS? 


with a man like Annas ? The clever church politician 
usually forces the prophetic-minded individual to suf¬ 
fer some kind of martyrdom. He may simply see diat 
he never gets a chance. He may oppose everything he 
does, or he may shrewdly sidetrack the man who dares 
to speak what he knows is true. Annas could not stop 
there! He went further, because his hate of anything 
like a prophet was deep-seated in Iris soul. 

Annas had lived off unthinking people. He had 
reaped the harvest of many offices. A man like that 
would not have much chance to continue in this course 
if the ideas and principles of Jesus prevailed. It is not 
to be wondered that he urged the people to shout, 
“Away with this man!” In the deepest sense imagin¬ 
able, it was eidier “away widi this man” or “away with 
Annas”—and all he stood for. 

n 

From Annas they took Jesus to Caiaphas, the high 
priest then in office, the son-in-law of Annas. Here was 
the actual head of die Jewish church government. 

Caiaphas had been appointed by Valerius Gratus, 
the former procurator of Judea. Then he had been per¬ 
mitted to continue his office by Pilate, who had suc¬ 
ceeded Gratus. Caiaphas had held this place of ec- 
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clesiastical honor for eighteen years. He was mani¬ 
festly a man of some ability. 

More important than that, as far as retaining his 
office was concerned, he was an adroit individual. He 
had not merely listened to Annas. He also knew how 
to accommodate himself to the ideas and plans of 
Rome. He had learned how to make friends and win 
influence, with the influential. Caiaphas was clever 
enough to pay attention to those with authority. 

Quite obviously the man was prejudiced. As has 
been suggested, he was so biased in his judgment that 
he might well have asked, as did another, “Can any 
good thing come out of Nazareth?” Unfairness, of 
course, always accompanies prejudice. Jesus had point¬ 
ed this out when he told why many people would not 
come unto him. They had already set the course of 
their lives in another direction. Prejudice has always 
had a pronounced tendency to become bitter. Caiaphas 
was most acrid in his attitude toward what he did not 
like. 

The wise person always seeks to rid his soul of prej¬ 
udice, even if others have done much to embitter him. 
James Weldon Johnson once said: “I will not allow one 
prejudiced person, or one million, or one hundred 
million, to blight my life. I will not let prejudice, or 
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any of its attendant humiliations and injustices, bear 
me down to spiritual defeat. My inner life is mine, and 
I shall defend and maintain its integrity against all the 
powers of hell!” 

For the sake of one’s own self, if for no other reason, 
one needs to be free from mental bias. It warps the 
soul and destroys one’s sense of fairness. It makes it 
impossible to live with oneself, and still be in good 
company. 

Caiaphas was condemned by the very principle of 
justice itself. Honesty and goodness always condemn 
shrewd dishonesty. One of the outstanding scenes in 
Pilgrim’s Progress is the trial of Faithful. The jury 
of Vanity Fair had little difficulty in disposing of this 
character. They said that as far as they were con¬ 
cerned his case was a closed one. How could it be 
otherwise when they had already made up their minds ? 

Said Mr. No-good, “Away with such a fellow from 
the earth.” “Ay,” said Mr. Malice, “for I hate the very 
looks of him.” 

Then said Mr. Love-lust, “I could never endure him.” 

“Nor I,” said Mr. Live-loose, “for he would always 
be condemning my way.” 

This is a perfect picture of what happens again 
and again when right and wrong meet. The evil 
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person hates the very sight of a good man. Goodness 
always condemns wickedness. And evil that is con¬ 
demned by goodness that crosses its path always be¬ 
comes enraged with anger. It loses its temper. It 
abandons all control of good judgment. 

Further than this, like Annas, Caiaphas could not 
bear for the crystal purity of Christ to become the 
standard of the people. That would mean not merely 
the loss of his job, but the loss of his power. His pres¬ 
tige would be forever gone. He could not stand the 
idea of losing his influence or his means of livelihood. 

Back in the nineteenth century many of the poli¬ 
ticians in England said: “Let parsons quarrel about 
the creeds, so long as they support the police.” If the 
ministers only helped keep order, the political leaders 
would readily put up with their eccentricities. Many 
of the preachers, however, became local magistrates as 
well as spiritual police. One of the inevitable results 
of this “adjustment” is seen in the weakening of spir¬ 
itual influence. It happened then. It has occurred 
frequently since then. 

In certain states in our own America one sees nu¬ 
merous advertisements of “marrying parsons.” They 
are perfectly willing to use the church as a means of 
economic gain. The holiness of this blessed, sacra- 
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mental relationship, marriage, is completely ignored by 
them in their eagerness to attract as many couples as 
they possibly can. If these couples are in a hurry to 
■be tied by some parson, it is all the better for these 
“licensed” ministers. When the church officials that 
permit this kind of travesty begin to realize all that is 
involved, they will repent in sackcloth and ashes. 

These commercial-minded ministers work upon the 
traditional sentiment of many people in America who 
still want the blessings of the church upon their wed¬ 
ding. Many of these men know nothing of the dignity 
of the lovely wedding ceremony. They understand 
even less of its spiritual implications. They are think¬ 
ing only in terms of how many couples they can per¬ 
suade to visit them. The name of Christ is only a 
decoration. The Christian motive and spirit are ex¬ 
cluded from consideration. 

Caiaphas would understand the subtle and, yet 
dominant, ideas of these men who seek a position in 
the church for the sake of the ulterior gain that will 
come from it. He well knew how to use religion for 
the sake of power, prestige, and personal profit. 

in 

Caiaphas, however, did try to suggest that he was 
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keen in his thinking, that he had an appreciation of 
the more serious note of religion. He asserted that it 
was expedient for one man to die for the rest of the 
nation. He had probably heard some statement of 
Jesus quoted which indicated that he expected to face 
suffering. Caiaphas was preaching the doctrine of the 
“scapegoat.” But he did not know what he was saying. 
He was not aware of its deeper religious implications. 
He was simply trying to salve his own conscience—if 
indeed he had one! Possibly he was also suggesting 
that he was endowed with the spirit of prophecy, which 
was supposed to belong, to some extent, to the descend¬ 
ants of Aaron. 

Caiaphas had exercised his political activity inside 
the Jewish church, and he wanted to appear conver¬ 
sant with its background. Doubtless he did know much 
of its records. But he was far beyond his depth here. 
He sounded like he was talking wisely. He was ac¬ 
tually expressing a great idea, but his motive was alto¬ 
gether ulterior. He was using religion to crush a man 
against whom he was bitterly prejudiced. Like some 
other legalists, he was perfectly willing to twist the 
law to suit his purpose. The scapegoat idea furnished 
him a means of justifying his use of instructed wit¬ 
nesses, and may have eased his mind for conducting the 
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“trial” during the night. This made the court illegal, 
according to the Jewish code, which forbade any legal 
business being conducted after sunset. 

Caiaphas, however, was running true to type. As has 
been pointed out by biblical students, some ulterior 
motive had dominated most of his activities. One has 
written of how we can damn a fellow-man with an 
epigram. That is precisely what Caiaphas was doing 
when he seemed to appear so scholarly. 

Fear and fury had such complete charge of his soul 
that he was scarcely aware of what he was saying. But 
he knew what he wanted done, and he was bending 
every possible effort toward its accomplishment. 
Caiaphas may not have understood Scripture, but he 
understood his own desires! 

Clever politician as he was, he insisted upon follow¬ 
ing the course of expediency. This is the way most 
shrewd church manipulators of policy deal with what¬ 
ever arises inside the organization, or elsewhere. They 
know how to exercise the most unusual kind of care 
when it seems to be the discreet thing to do. They 
have the welfare of the institution at heart, so they say. 

They have a habit of pointing out that it is not the 
time for some strong resolution to be passed—such as 
is being presented. They insist they are in favor of 
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condemning evil uncompromisingly. They are in 
harmony with the proposed action. But it is not quite 
the time to take such a positive step. It is not expedient 
at the moment. They do not bluntly say they are 
thinking in terms of place, of political power, or of 
ecclesiastical prestige; but these are obviously their con¬ 
trolling motives as they suggest needless delay for 
dealing with social wrongs. 

Caiaphas, however, went further than simply to 
quote a religious phrase. He insisted that he was 
interested in things spiritual. In the company of all 
die chief priests and elders and scribes who were as¬ 
sembled together, it was an excellent time for him to 
demonstrate. When the counsel sought witness against 
Jesus so that they could put him to death, they were a 
bit embarrassed at the lack of evidence. Even the false 
witnesses they had gathered together had not been 
properly coached. Their testimony disagreed. It must 
have been a bit disappointing to those who were so 
eager to rush Jesus to his death. There were some, 
however, who arose to give this disconcerting testi¬ 
mony: “We heard him say, I will destroy this temple 
that is made with hands, and within three days I will 
build another made without hands.” 

Caiaphas stood up in the midst of this assembly. He 
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asked Jesus, “Answerest thou nothing? What is it 
which these witness against thee?” Jesus held his 
peace. There was no need of answering Caiaphas. He 
would not have understood. Furthermore, he was not 
really interested in the matters that concerned the very 
soul of Jesus. 

Again Caiaphas turned to him, asking, “Art thou 
the Christ, the Son of the Blessed?” Jesus answered: 
“I am: and ye shall see the Son of man sitting on the 
right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of 
heaven.” 

“Caiaphas rent his clothes and cried out, What need 
we any further witnesses? Ye have heard the blas¬ 
phemy: what think ye? And they all condemned him 
to be guilty of death.” 

It is dangerous to try to evaluate any man’s sincerity. 
It is too deep a matter to judge lightly. Who can say 
there was no sincerity in this protest of Caiaphas? 
There may have been. But it is also quite obvious that 
he was using the gesture for all it was worth. It “went 
over” with the crowd. 

He had achieved his purpose. He had worked up 
the fury of the mob. The whole assembly readily as¬ 
serted that Jesus was guilty of death. Some began to 
spit on him, others to buffet him. Some sarcastically 
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cried out, “Prophesy!” as they struck him with the 
palms of their hands. It was a severe experience for 
Jesus, one that must have cut his soul to the quick. 
His entire conduct is a demonstration of greatness— 
the nobility of a Divine Character. 

The painter Briton Riviere represented Daniel as an 
old man down in the pit, gazing in front of him with 
a sort of awe and reverence. It was as though the 
beasts that were cowering before him only suggested 
another manifestation of the power of God. Here is 
an old story used by a famous painter. But the truth 
is eternal. To be one with God is to have his power. 
It is the dynamic of love. 

Jesus knew that the Heavenly Father was with him. 
He was not afraid of Annas, or Caiaphas, or all the mob 
who had gathered together. Rather he loved them all 
—and that made his agony of soul all the more intense. 

IV 

There was no way for Jesus to escape suffering. 
What chance did he have in the presence of a man like 
Caiaphas? The judge had already abandoned justice. 
He had no idea of listening to all the evidence in 
fairness. His mind was already made up like that 
of another. Caiaphas was simply going through the 
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forms of justice when the case of Jesus was presented. 
The church trial of Jesus was mere mockery. 

Any trial is just this when those in authority are 
shrewd, clever politicians, such as were Annas and 
Caiaphas. The only possibility for a prisoner, facing 
a group like that, was death. The Cross was simply 
inevitable. 


HEROD, WHO BARTERED HIS SOUL 
FOR PLEASURE 


And when Herod saw Jesus, he was exceeding glad: for he 
was desirous to see him of a long season, because he had heard 
many things of him; and he hoped to have seen some miracle 
done by him. 

—Luke 23:8 

The enemies of Jesus were determined that he 
should die. That is why diey hurried him away from 
Caiaphas to Pilate. Only the Roman government could 
pass the sentence of death. 

But Pilate does not keep this strange prisoner long. 
He hears that he is from Galilee. He anxiously in¬ 
quires: “Art thou a Galilean?” A bright idea seizes 
him. Herod is in the city at this very moment. He 
has come for the Passover. It is not an unusual legal 
procedure to transfer a prisoner from the official in 
whose territory he has been arrested to another in 
whose province he has been born, or in whose he has 
held his residence. 

Pilate was greatly relieved. He was eager to shift the 
responsibility. Certainly, at the least, he wanted some¬ 
one to share it with him. 

Of course, as has been suggested, it is possible that 
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what Pilate wanted was advice. Festus once brought 
Paul before Agrippa in order that he might be advised 
by one who understood something of the customs of the 
Jewish group to which Paul belonged. But the latter 
part of the official trial indicates quite positively that 
Pilate was eager to be rid of his responsibility. 

At any rate, Jesus was now being sent from one 
official to another. He had first been carried to Annas, 
the clever church politician. Then they had ushered 
him into the presence of Caiaphas, who was also a 
shrewd manipulator of ecclesiastical machinery. From 
Caiaphas they had carried Jesus to Pilate, and now 
Pilate was sending him to Herod. And he was not 
yet through with this rude treatment by men who ig¬ 
nored, or did not care to consider, the deeper issues 
in his trial. 

i 

Who was this Herod? We need to know him in 
order to understand his attitude toward Jesus. There 
had been a king called Herod the Great. He was 
the ruler who slew the babies at the time of Jesus’ 
birth. Insanely jealous of his power, he was fearful 
of even a baby whom certain wise men prophesied 
would be a King. This Herod had ruled over the 
whole country, under the authority of Rome. At his 
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death the dominion had been divided among his sons. 
Judea had been given to Archelaus. But this province 
was soon taken away and administered by the Roman 
government, through certain procurators. Pilate was 
one of these. Galilee and Peraea were given to Antipas. 
This was the Herod to whom Jesus was being carried. 
He had manifestly inherited much of his father’s na¬ 
ture. He was desirous of power, and jealous of others 
who might weaken his hold or thwart his ambitious 
schemes. 

But his moral downfall soon came. There was little 
fibre of character in his personality. Though he was 
married to the daughter of Aretas, Emir of Arabia, he 
entered into an intrigue with Herodias, the wife of his 
brother Philip. The Arabian princess did not wait 
for a divorce, but indignantly fled to her father. He¬ 
rodias left her husband to come and live with Herod. 

There are many people today related to these two, 
by immorality! Without openly announcing they are 
going to do so, hosts who are socially ambitious are 
abandoning righteousness and purity. Insisting upon 
self-expression, many of them are giving vent to the 
lowest kind of sexual passion. That is why they rebel 
so violently against any individual, or any church, that 
holds high the standard of sexual decency. 
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Most students feel that Herodias was a stronger 
personality than Herod. Certainly she was inordi¬ 
nately ambitious and furiously headstrong. She was 
determined to squeeze everything she could out of 
life for herself. It was as though an evil spirit had 
clodied itself in flesh and come to live with Herod. 
Her influence over him was so great, Herod scarcely 
realized himself how powerful it was. 

He, however, had some characteristics that recom¬ 
mended him. They should not be overlooked. Stu¬ 
dents of his reign have pointed out that he was inter¬ 
ested in architecture. Tiberias, which he built, re¬ 
minded the people of his wider interests in life. 

Furthermore, Herod had some noble aspirations. 
Who does not ? Even after he had lapsed morally, so 
that he gave up die appearance of being virtuous, he 
continued some show of religion. In an especial way 
did John the Bapdst appeal to him. He invited the 
rugged prophet to his palace, where he listened eagerly 
to the ringing message of this daring proclaimer of 
righteousness. That is, he listened until John said: 
“It is not lawful for thee to have her.” 

This struck him where he was most vulnerable. 
Herod could not stand this kind of preaching. It was 
all right for a man to speak boldly, to proclaim truth 
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uncompromisingly, so long as it did not affect him and 
his life! Or, at least, so long as it did not concern 
what he was most intent on doing, or the way in which 
he was most eager to live. When he himself was ac¬ 
cused of moral failure, Herod reacted just as most of 
us do. He did not like it! He violendy rebelled. He 
threw John in prison. He had to punish the man. 
He was taking too many liberties. He was forgetting 
who ruled the people. Even though he was imprisoned, 
however, John still disturbed Herod. His message cut 
deep lines in his soul. 

Herodias was extremely agitated. She both feared 
and hated this man. She feared him because of his 
daring; she hated him because he rebuked her sin. He 
was making life miserable for her. She plotted his 
downfall. She planned it with the shrewdness of one 
who was as wise as a serpent and as wicked as the 
devil. 

Very likely Herod did not understand all that was 
going on. He was not keenly sensitive enough to 
suspect her evil plans. Quite frequently people prej¬ 
udice us against other individuals when we do not 
understand how much bitterness is in their hearts. 
Sometimes it is a woman who whispers words of acrid 
malice in our hearts, but whispers them with such a 
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smile that we are taken unaware. We are caught off 
guard. Sometimes, it is one who poses as an intimate 
friend. The effect is always damaging; sometimes it 
is disastrous. 

ii 

Then there came that tragic night of unrestrained 
lust when Salome danced before the drunken company 
of officials. She stirred their passions to a greater 
rage as they reveled with their women. Salome was 
the daughter of Herodias and Philip. She was a young 
girl with physical charm and social cleverness. Like 
most of the odiers in the company on this lustful night, 
Herod was intoxicated. But the skill and beauty of 
Salome affected him mentally and physically far more 
than did his wine. He was drunk with her charm. He 
lost his head. All his life he had been a devotee of 
physical pleasure. In this drunken riot he made a 
foolish vow—to be more accurate, the vow of a fool. 
He said he would give Salome whatever she wanted, 
even to half of his kingdom. 

When Salome demanded the head of John the Bap¬ 
tist on a waiter, Herod suddenly came to his senses. 
It was as though one had dashed ice water in his face. 
It was a rude awakening. He realized he had spoken 
rashly. He keenly regretted what he had said. But he 
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did not regret it deeply enough. He was not genuinely 
repentant. He foolishly felt he had to stick to the 
pledge of a drunken babbler that was made to a nude 
dancing girl. Libertine as he was, then living in the 
shame of open sin, he nevertheless professed to have 
some sense of honor. He would keep his word. As 
a result, John was beheaded. 

But Herod could never forget John. The dissevered 
head of the bold proclaimer of righteousness was prob¬ 
ably in his imagination much of the time. He could 
see those lips move. He could hear what they said. The 
words of this rugged prophet were constantly coming 
to his mind. He remembered the uncompromising 
integrity and moral boldness of the man. John the 
Baptist loved righteousness as passionately as Herod 
loved beautiful women. Herod could not forget a 
man like thatI 

Herod knew that he had sinned. Even rationalizing 
could not free him from this consciousness. Indeed, 
he had sinned so much that he could little understand 
the tragic nature of vice. For, as Martineau once 
pointed out, “Sin is the only thing in the universe of 
which it may truly be said that the more you practise 
it, the less you know its nature.” 

Obviously Herod was not disturbed enough to turn 
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away from his lust. He had deliberately chosen sensu¬ 
ality. He was unwilling to humble himself enough to 
pass through the wicket gate of repentance into life. 
But he was still troubled about all that had occurred. 

in 

This explains why Herod was so eager to see Jesus. 
Jesus reminded him of John. There was an uncompro¬ 
mising spirit about this Strange Man, this Devotee of 
righteousness whom some called the Messiah. There 
was a fibre of character about Jesus that reminded 
Herod of one whom he had earlier admired and then 
foolishly executed. He actually thought he might be 
John come to life again. 

Furthermore he was excited about what Jesus had 
been doing. He had heard that he was able to work 
miracles. Herod’s curiosity was aroused. And it was 
of an inordinate nature. He could hardly wait to see 
Jesus. To be sure, he was putting the Master on die 
level of a dancer, or of a public singer, or of an Oriental 
juggler; but he did not even stop to diink about what 
he was doing. He was too eager to have his curiosity 
satisfied. He felt greatly complimented, too, that a 
high Roman official would send a prisoner to him. It 
made him prouder dian ever. 
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Here Jesus is before him. But the presence of Jesus 
does not change the character of the man. The bent 
of his will was too firmly set. He had spun his own 
fate. Drunken Rip Van Winkle, in Jefferson’s play, 
easily excused himself for every lapse, every indul¬ 
gence. He would say: “I won’t count this time!” Well, 
he might not count it, but his nerve-cells, widi scientific 
accuracy, were registering every drink. 

Discerning observers could see Herod’s lust even 
in his countenance. For, as Henry Drummond says, 
“God gives to each of us our features, but we make our 
own faces.” Gilbert Stuart, the famous portrait painter 
of George Washington, made a study of facial expres¬ 
sions. Once when he looked at Talleyrand, the French 
statesman, who was visiting America, he remarked: 
“If that man is not a scoundrel God does not write a 
legible hand.” God does, indeed, write a legible hand. 
The face of Herod Antipas told much about the man 
of which he himself was not aware. 

But he kept on talking foolishly, just as he had done 
in tire past. He was not a religious man. Here, there¬ 
fore, was a way of life far beyond his experience. He 
did not understand it. It was out of his range. Yet 
even when he faced Jesus, he kept talking, though he 
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knew practically nothing about religion. Everything 
he said disclosed the shallowness of his mind. 

Herod was like a great many people today. They 
enjoy discussing religion objectively, or academically. 
They have a certain amount of curiosity about it. They 
speak their opinions quite freely, because their ideas 
do not amount to much. They express themselves 
without any hesitation, because their opinions are only 
opinions—and not convictions. Many a forum on re¬ 
ligion is only an occasion for airing the views of those 
who participate. Few who debate on the different 
phases of Christianity are eager to follow its truth with 
the passion of knights who have sworn allegiance to 
Christ. 

Herod’s curiosity was excited like that of a child. 
He wanted to see Jesus perform a few of his miracles. 
Trifler that he was, he evidently looked upon them 
as the tricks of a magician. That is what they were, 
as far as he was concerned. The multitudes had be¬ 
lieved in their genuineness, but Herod was sure that 
Jesus was only another Oriental magician. Tradition 
tells us that there were pictures of grapes on the walls 
of the room in which Herod talked to Jesus. The king 
requested that Jesus change these to real grapes. It 
is only a story out of the distant past which is not based 
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on sufficient evidence to warrant its historicity. But the 
supposed request is entirely harmonious with the char¬ 
acter of Herod. It was not beyond him to ask for such 
to be done. Why not? Was he not the ruler? Were 
not his pleasures the law of the land ? 

Herod is the only individual, according to the bibli¬ 
cal records, to whom Jesus referred with a stinging 
phrase. He had called a group “whited sepulchres,” 
but he called Herod “that fox.” As has been suggested, 
anything that Jesus might say to this crafty and sensu¬ 
ous ruler would be like throwing pearls before swine. 
What good would another appeal to this man do? 
What would it accomplish? John the Baptist had giv¬ 
en enough directions for any man who wanted to fol¬ 
low the right. This prophet of righteousness had told 
Herod specifically what to do. For his testimony, 
John got his head chopped off. 

IV 

There is the semblance of a trial that proceeds. It 
really is not a trial. What takes place is not worthy 
of this term. Jesus refuses even to offer testimony. 
What good would it have done ? Why should anyone 
talk to Herod? The Master may have recalled an 
ancient proverb of the Jews: “Answer not a fool accord- 
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ing to his folly.” The person who would stoop to do 
that would become a fool. He would have to make 
himself one in order to be understood. 

Herod simply was not a deep man. He might have 
been, but he had refused to cultivate the element of 
potential worth in his nature. His soul had withered 
away because of his lust for physical pleasure. He had 
fed his physical appetite and starved his heart. Herod 
reached the place that he simply did not understand 
things that were spiritual. He did not want to be 
troubled with any serious thinking. It was too much 
bother. 

There were people like that in John Wesley’s day. 
Bishop Berkeley wrote in Sins: “Whatever the world 
thinks, he who hath not much meditated upon God, 
the human mind, and the summum bonum, may pos¬ 
sibly make a thriving earthworm, but will most in¬ 
dubitably make a sorry patriot and a sorry statesman.” 
Carlyle’s verdict on the same era was: “Stomach well 
alive, soul extinct.” Mark Pattison writes: “The his¬ 
torian of moral and religious progress .... is under 
necessity of depicting the same period as one of decay 
of religion, licentiousness of morals, public corruption, 
profaneness of language—‘a day of rebuke and blas¬ 
phemy.’ ” 
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The Cross was inevitable when there were people 
like Herod who were responsible for the trial of Jesus. 
How could Jesus escape the Cross, when he had to face 
such a man as his judge ? As a matter of fact, such a 
person as Herod could not understand Jesus at all. 
For one to understand Christ requires a genuine desire 
to know the truth and a holy dedication to follow the 
trudi, “like a sinking star beyond the utmost bounds 
of human thought.” 


v 

Some people have thought that Jesus should have 
seized dris opportunity to try to convert Herod. Either 
they do not understand Herod, or they do not appreci¬ 
ate Jesus. It is likely that those who think this under¬ 
stand neither one of them. One must have a sense of 
right, or at least one must be willing for one’s devotion 
to honor to be awakened, if Christ is to be able to 
make any appeal. Herod was virtually past spiritual 
feeling. He seems once to have had a conscience, but 
he had refused to heed it for so long that the inner voice 
could scarcely be heard. 

Moral leprosy had practically anesthetized his soul. 
A story found in the chronicles of William of Tyre tells 
how it was discovered that Baldwin, son of Amory, the 
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King of Jerusalem, was a leper. One day., when the 
future king was playing with his comrades, the hands 
and arms of all the children were scratched. The 
other boys cried out in pain, but Baldwin made no 
complaint. When he was questioned, he affirmed that 
he felt no pain whatsoever from the scratches. “His 
arm and hand had gone to sleep, and even when his 
tutor bit him, he did not feel the bite.” 

Dr. Victor Heiser says he has often seen a lighted 
cigarette burning into the fingers of a leper without 
his being at all aware of it. “Even the odor of burning 
flesh did not attract his attention, because the sense of 
smell was also gone.” Herod may not have quite 
reached this state morally, but he was not far from it. 

What could Jesus himself do with a man who was so 
deeply in love with sin that he was not willing even to 
listen to the voice of righteousness? Certainly Jesus 
loved sinners. He always sought to help diem. No one 
ever fell so low that Jesus was not eager to help him. 
The woman who came in off the street where she had 
been meeting men who were willing to buy her body 
was happily received by Jesus. He forgave her gra¬ 
ciously. His pity surpasses all our understanding. But, 
you see, diat woman was repentant. She bathed the 
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feet of Jesus with her tears. Her soul was exceedingly 
sorrowful. She was ready to forsake die past. 

There was a man crucified widi Jesus who had 
sinned grievously. But he had not sinned so much that 
Jesus was unwilling to help him. When that man re¬ 
pented and sincerely sought the aid of Jesus, he heard 
the voice of the Master saying: “Today thou shalt be 
with me in Paradise.” Christ will forgive the worst 
of sinners, if he will accept forgiveness. There was 
no one the Master would not help, provided the indi¬ 
vidual earnestly yearned for his divine pardon. But 
even Christ cannot do anything for the person who 
refuses his aid. 

Jesus would have dealt kindly with Herod, even 
though he was the murderer of John the Baptist, if 
there had been one salty tear of repentance on his 
cheek. But that tear did not even form in the eye of 
Herod. There was only idle curiosity and the super¬ 
cilious smile of one foolish enough to think he under¬ 
stood the deepest Mind and greatest Soul this world 
has ever known. If we could forget the tragedy of it, 
it would be ridiculous. 

There was no word of forgiveness then, because 
Herod had refused to obey the voice of righteousness in 
the years diat had gone before, and because he was still 
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unrepentant. He was lacking in spiritual sensitiveness. 
He could not feel the great challenge of Holiness in 
his heart. When a man refuses to heed the Voice of 
God, he is sure to lose his way! 

VI 

This was the kind of man before whom Jesus was 
being tried. How could he escape a cross when such 
people as Herod dealt with him? The Cross was in¬ 
evitable for Jesus, because his judge did not have 
enough spiritual understanding to appreciate die very 
principles which were involved in the trial. All that 
Herod said only disclosed a corrupt soul. 

Jesus, who said, “Only the pure in heart see God,” 
was standing before a moral reprobate. Jesus the 
Righteous was standing before Herod the compromiser. 
Jesus the Holy was being tried by the sordid, pleasure- 
mad Herod. How could he escape the Cross ? 

So Christ cannot escape die Cross today. Think of 
the people who, like Herod, have lost their souls in 
order to have one physical thrill after another. Al¬ 
though they do not even understand the Master, they 
lightly and flippantly render their verdict. They insist 
that lust is worth more dian love. They are so eager for 
new forms of excitement that they do not have time to 
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consider the deepest matters of righteousness, goodness, 
and truth. 

Hosts of people who are dealing with Jesus know 
no more of spirituality than did Herod. Yet they un¬ 
hesitatingly pass their verdict upon the Master. They 
send him to the Cross. So long as there are people like 
Herod, there must be a Cross for Christl 
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And when they had bound him, they led him away, and de¬ 
livered him to Pontius Pilate the governor. 

—Matthew 27:2 

Pilate's effort to be rid of Jesus proved futile. 
When the accusers of Jesus first brought him to Pilate, 
the Roman governor sent them to Herod. Following 
his experience with this pleasure-mad ruler, Jesus was 
brought back to Pilate. Doubtless the Roman governor 
wished he had remained in Caesarea, his official resi¬ 
dence. It was the Passover season, however, and as 
usual he had come to Jerusalem at this time. 

Caiaphas comes at the head of the group who are 
condemning Jesus. He and his cohorts are so eager to 
speed up the execution of this so-called Messiah that 
they are impatient with every delay. The Roman gov¬ 
ernor, however, insists upon understanding the situa¬ 
tion. Simple justice demands this, and Rome is recog¬ 
nized for the fairness of her legal courts. “What 
accusation bring ye against this man?” asks Pilate. 
The religious leaders have accused Jesus of blasphemy, 
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but now before Pilate they use another argument. They 
realize there must be another approach if they win the 
aid of this official. They therefore assert that Jesus 
has been perverting the nation. They accuse him of 
setting himself up as a king. 

They are clever enough not to suggest their real 
reason for wanting Jesus killed. They do not now refer 
to his religious ideas. They prefer using ad hominem 
argument. They know the good sense of appealing to 
Pilate where he will be most vulnerable. Had they 
simply talked about their conflict with Jesus’ religious 
teachings, Pilate would not have taken the matter 
seriously. We readily recall the well-known incident 
enacted before Gallio: “And when Paul was now about 
to open his mouth, Gallio said unto the Jews, If it were 
a matter of wrong or wicked lewdness, O ye Jews, 
reason would that I should bear with you: But if it be 
a question of words and names, and of your law, look 
ye to it; for I will be no judge of such matters. And 
he drave them from the judgment seat.” 

Though the mob was becoming unruly, Pilate made 
an effort to save this Strange Prisoner. He takes Jesus 
inside. The two of them arc face to face. It is a 
dramatic incident that no one will ever be able satis¬ 
factorily to paint or adequately to describe. Pilate was 
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looking in the face of the most kingly Man he had 
ever seen. Undoubtedly he was convinced of his in¬ 
nocence. Why then did he treat him as he did ? 

i 

If we understand the conflicting forces which were 
sweeping across the mind and soul of Pilate, we must 
recall at least something of the background of his life. 
In a.d. 26 Pilate succeeded Valerius Gratus in dte ad¬ 
ministration of Judea. It is likely that he entered his 
office with a desire for peace. This was decidedly pref¬ 
erable for any ruler. His attitude, however, was one 
that provoked opposition. He portrayed the Roman’s 
feeling of haughty superiority over those who were 
not Romans. He looked down upon these foreign sub¬ 
jects whom he was expected to keep in order. He did 
not possess the tact or the patience of some provincial 
governors. Indeed, there are some students who as¬ 
sert that Pilate’s ability did not measure up to some of 
the former officials of Palestine. 

At times he seems to have been openly hostile to the 
Jews. He did not seek to be conciliatory. He was too 
stubborn to choose the course of wise expediency. The 
eagles and the image of the emperor on the military 
standards were especially obnoxious to the Jews. They 
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constituted a special kind of insult to the Jews, who 
had for long years been so violently opposed to idol¬ 
atry in any form. When Pilate refused to order his 
soldiers to remove these insignia, a committee called 
upon him. For several days they offered their protests. 
Instead of being moved by their appeal, however, and 
trying to appease them, the governor became even more 
provoked. Their request only deepened his prejudice 
against these inferior colonists who dared tell him how 
to run his affairs. He refused to yield in any way until 
he realized certain regrettable consequences might fol¬ 
low and he, of course, would be held responsible. It 
was not his regard for die people or their desires that 
caused him to answer their appeal. 

Some time later Pilate set up gilded shields in Herod’s 
palace. The Jews considered these another form of 
idolatry. They seemed to suggest the worship of the 
emperor. The people were enraged again. They felt 
they were being insulted and their religion was being 
scorned. Again they petitioned Pilate. When he did 
not immediately answer their request, diey threatened 
to take their appeal to the emperor. Pilate was at his 
wit’s end. He did not want to yield. It would appar¬ 
ently indicate weakness on his part. On the other hand, 
he did not want to lose his office. There are some 
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who think it was his fear of impeachment that plagued 
him. At any rate when the Jews carried their appeal 
to Tiberius, he ordered Pilate to remove these shields. 
The governor had been humiliated. He could never 
forget it. It was in the background of his mind all the 
time the trial of Jesus was taking place. He was none 
too eager to help these Jews. Yet, ironical as it was, 
again he was being forced into a decision that went 
against the grain of his mind and will. 

Pilate undoubtedly preferred justice when it did not 
interfere with his own deepest desires. But it is also 
obvious that he was lacking in the necessary strength 
for a really great official. How much of the arrogance 
of the harsher type of Roman officer he had cultivated 
is a matter of dispute. He likely did have confidence 
in the sword as the most effective means by which 
one could get things accomplished. Furthermore, Pi¬ 
late had learned how to see things in their “practical” 
light. 

There were many good deeds that Pilate had to his 
credit. The ancient records tell us that he had given 
Jerusalem, for the first time, a water supply. It is an. 
indication that he had some sense of obligation to the 
provincials over whom he ruled. He was not without 
his good points. 
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His love for power may have occasioned some of 
the regrettable acts of his administration. There is 
a reference in the thirteenth chapter of Luke to one of 
his brutal deeds. “There were present at that season 
some that told him of the Galileans, whose blood 
Pilate had mingled with their sacrifices.” Here we 
get a glimpse of the harsher side of the man’s character. 
How pronounced this was it is not easy to say. Cer¬ 
tainly, however, we know that things material were 
quite real to Pilate. He was a believer in force. The 
army was a symbol of real power, and he loved au¬ 
thority. 

With even this brief background, it is at least easier 
to understand some of the things Pilate said, and why 
he acted as he did during the trial of Jesus. He was 
afraid of these accusers of Jesus, though he would have 
been the last person to admit this fact. He feared what 
they might do. His official position was too precarious 
already, and here were people who knew how to re¬ 
mind him that it was necessary to keep Caesar’s friend¬ 
ship. 

n 

Yet there can be no doubt that Pilate wanted to save 
Jesus from the threatening execution. 

He hated the whole business of the trial. It created 
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a revulsion in his mind. He felt here was some minor 
infringement of Jewish law that scarcely deserved his 
attention. The proconsuls were always eager to steer 
clear of all local affairs of the Jews. They were espe¬ 
cially eager to avoid dealing with ecclesiastical mat¬ 
ters. In the first place, they realized they did not thor¬ 
oughly understand them, even though they had a 
contempt for all these strange religions in the colonies 
of Rome. Further than this, Pilate, like other colonial 
rulers, simply did not care to meddle in any min or 
affairs of the people over whom he had been set as an 
official, unless it became imperatively necessary. 

On the whole, the New Testament writers are not 
overly critical of Rome’s representative. Those who 
have left the earliest records were apparently impressed 
with the idea that Pilate did not want to condemn 
Jesus. It is interesting to note that the Passion Play 
at Oberammergau emphasizes this idea in the scene 
which presents the Roman official having the trial 
forced upon him. The village players have so stressed 
diis that one who witnesses the drama feels that the 
governor was far more friendly to Jesus than he was 
to his accusers. 

In spite of his evident condescension, Pilate seems 
to be fairly courteous to Jesus as he seeks to learn just 
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what his business is. It is probable, to be sure, that he 
was a bit cynical as he asked for a definition of trudi. 
As one of our essayists has suggested, he may not have 
waited for an answer. He likely thought it was im¬ 
possible to give an adequate answer to that perplexing 
question. 

There is an incident, to which Professor Luccock 
refers, that sticks like a burr in the mind. It is con¬ 
tained in a report of an interview of Van Paassen widi 
Marshal Lyautey, the French colonial administrator 
and empire builder of North Africa. A rainstorm 
made possible a chance meeting on a library porch in 
Paris. Mr. Van Paassen had the opportunity to ask 
the French proconsul his opinion of Pondus Pilate as 
a colonial administrator. Marshal Lyautey had a great 
deal of scorn for Pilate’s lax government in allowing 
Jesus’ teaching to spread so far. 

“What would you have done, had you been in 
Pilate’s place?” Van Paassen asked the African war 
lord and governor. “I would have settled the whole 
matter early and easily by putting Jesus in front of a 
firing squad when he was up north in Galilee,” said 
Lyautey. 

Pilate was at least better than Lyautey! 
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But there is a responsibility that history will not 
permit Pilate to avoid. Nor can those of us who now 
read the records lift this obligation from Pilate’s shoul¬ 
ders. He did have Jesus on his hands. Furthermore, he 
was the Roman official charged with a duty he could 
not transfer to some other person. He simply lacked 
the courage to do the thing that he knew he ought to 
do. Even when one insists that Pilate probably did what 
he thought was the clever thing, he still had this un¬ 
usual warning from his wife: “Have thou nothing to 
do with this just man, for I have suffered many things 
in a dream because of him.” 

“What is it you are really standing for?” Pilate asked 
Jesus. “What is your real business? Why are you 
willing to endure so much?” The answer Jesus gave 
was so plain that it should have been easy for the 
Roman official to understand—if he had only listened. 
“I am come to bear witness of the truth.” As has been 
suggested, probably diese words would move us more 
deeply if they had been translated, as well they might 
be: “I am come to be a martyr to the truth.” Then 
Pilate asks, “What is truth?” He was a hard-bitten 
man of the world. He belonged to a group who were 
more interested in cleverness and power dian they were 
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in the solid facts of life. In the words of another, his 
comment might have been like this: “My dear sir. 
when you are as old as I am, you will be less willing 
to die for an idea. When you know people as well as 
I know them, you will agree that they don’t want to 
be made unusually good. They want to eat and drink 
and enjoy their light loves. They want a fairly good 
time; thereafter they will jump the life to come.” 

Of course, Pilate tried to evade his duty. There is 
the bowl of water in which he symbolically bathed his 
hands clean of the whole affair. The act only served to 
emphasize his official duty. A bowl of water big 
enough to hold the ocean would not be sufficient to 
wash away die responsibility of Pilate—nor of you and 
of me! 

As a Roman official he had been trained in the 
principles of justice. He well knew that justice was 
not being done. He may have thought that he was 
acting discreetly, that he was using his head. He cer¬ 
tainly was not using his conscience. He was trying 
to drown out die voice of right in his soul. 

Yet it seems he did try to do the right thing. This 
is die strange inconsistency of the man. There is no 
doubt but that Pilate was a stern and harsh governor. 
He likely diought it was his duty to be rigid in his 
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regulations. He knew that he was responsible to the 
emperor for a group of people who had been con¬ 
sidered difficult subjects. He failed because he had 
done many wrong things in the past. A past weakness 
which had conditioned so many of his acts made it 
extremely difficult for him to do the right thing at the 
moment he needed most of all to reach the right 
decision. He had shaped his character, and his char¬ 
acter necessarily made his decision what it was. If he 
had been more honest, just, and brave all through his 
life, there would have been a different scene enacted 
before him on that notable day. He had a glorious 
chance to write a page in the history of the world that 
would provoke gratitude on the part of Christians for 
all the centuries that followed. But he missed his high 
hour. He thought he was trying an ordinary Jewish 
citizen—a strange one to be sure, but one among 
thousands. He was really being tried by Christ. 
Pilate was so anxious to save his skin, as well as his 
face, that he lost his soul. 

TV 

But what can we say about ourselves, we who live 
in this twentieth century ? We, too, have power. We 
have influence. We have the duty and the inescapable 
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responsibility of making decisions. To be sure, most of 
ours do not involve so many people as did those of 
Pilate. Here, however, is the matter of supreme im¬ 
portance: they all deal with the same Man who faced 
Pilate. 

How often we, too, lack nerve! We may have 
thought out something so well that we are sure of what 
we ought to do, but then we let circumstances make 
our decisions for us. We are afraid. We do not admit 
that we are, but we let certain conditions keep us from 
doing the right. It may be fear of what others will say. 
Frequently it is fear of what others may do. But it 
costs us terrifically. After such failures, we cannot 
stare our own selves in the face. Like Pilate, we too 
say Jesus is innocent, but we go on to condemn him to 
death. 

We may wash our hands, or say that we are washing 
our hands of the whole matter, but we cannot do that 
any more than Pilate could. We have our responsi¬ 
bility just as did he. It takes courage to do the right. 
It requires dauntless daring to do what is Christian. 
No one of us can summon this by his own resources. 
It requires the power of God. Many of us are not 
merely afraid; we have never accepted the grace of 
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Christ by means of which we are able to do the things 
we know we ought to do. 

It may startle some of us to read that in the same 
statement he declares Jesus a righteous and innocent 
man Pilate is willing to condemn him to death. But 
many of us do the same thing. We only make some 
weak affirmation of the greatness of the Master. We 
give him our lip service. We are sure that we too are 
innocent of the blood of the just man, but our influence 
goes against him. It may be that we want to keep our 
jobs as Pilate wanted to keep his. 

Most of us know that many things are wrong today, 
but we do not want to take a positive stand against 
them. We may lose the friendship of certain people 
whose good will we covet. We do not like to be 
laughed at. We do not like to be called narrow, or 
puritanical, or revolutionary. 

We know that righteousness exalteth the nation, and 
that social injustice and needless unemployment are 
reproaches to any people. But we try to shift our 
responsibility of citizenship. We feel that the broken 
laws of God and man cannot be laid at our door, at the 
very time we refuse to do anything about building up 
public sentiment of a virile and strong nature for a 
Christian social order. 


102 


PILATE, WHO TRIED TO SHIRK RESPONSIBILITY 

Some people sell their souls for a seat in the senate— 
or perchance it is only a seat in the state legislature. 
Then they make public speeches about die need of 
national morals and political ethics. It does not mean 
much to those who have discerning minds. They see 
what has occurred. 

Recall that scene when Lady Macbeth was endeavor¬ 
ing to wash the blood spots from her hands. As she 
wrings her hands, she is heard to say: “Out, damned 
spot! Out, I say! .... Here’s the smell of the blood 
still: all the perfumes of Arabia will not sweeten this 
little hand. Oh, oh, oh!” 

The perfumes of Arabia would not sweeten her hand. 
The washbowl of Pilate would not cleanse his hands. 
Our declarations of our own innocence, and our 
acknowledgments of justice and fairness will not re¬ 
lieve us either. It is not that easy to get rid of our guilt. 

There are some interesting traditions concerning 
Pilate. One account says that he was thrown into the 
Tiber, where even though he was weighted with lead 
his body would not sink. There is another tradition 
which asserts that he was thrown into a lake in 
Switzerland where every year on the anniversary of 
the trial his body reappears on the surface and washes 
its guilty hands in useless regret. 
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They are but traditions, but they powerfully suggest 
how the world has recognized the impossibility of 
Pilate to be free from his guilt. There are reminders 
for us too that it is impossible for us to be free from 
our guilt. 

We are responsible unless we do all in our power 
both to expose evil and save the evildoers. This is 
fundamental Christianity. No one can evade this 
obligation. Furthermore, we have had centuries in 
which to learn more about the importance of Christ. 
We know what he represents. We know for what he 
stands. We know that when we deny him we are 
denying the highest, the truest, the best the world has 
ever known. Woe unto those who, living in the 
twentieth century, try to evade the responsibility which 
belongs to all who face Jesus Christ! 
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He that hath seen me hath seen the Father. 

—John 14:9 


Christians have always felt there was a vital rela- 
tionship of the most intimate nature between Jesus 
and God. Many people have tried completely to 
humanize Jesus, but again and again they have been 
forced to face his divine beauty and to consider his 
heavenly character. All Christians are sure that they 
know more about God since Jesus lived than ever it 
was possible to learn before. This is a fact of momen¬ 
tous importance. Of course, no one has ever pointed 
out scientifically the precise relationship of God to 
Jesus. There have been various theories, but none has 
ever been quite satisfactory. The really significant 
fact is that men have felt so much of the Godlike in 
Christ that they have tried in unnumbered ways to 
explain the vital relationship between the two. 

Nowhere is it more important to understand the 
intimacy between God and Christ than in this matter 
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of the Cross. If one is able to catch a vision of the 
nature of God in the suffering of Jesus on Calvary, one 
has gone far toward understanding Christianity. 

i 

When Jesus declared, “He that hath seen me hath 
seen the Father,” he gave new direction to the entire 
course of religion. This fact means that Jesus gives us 
a picture of God’s very character. 

Jesus went on to point out that God must care deeply 
for us since he cares for things so inferior to us—the 
lilies, the birds, and even the grass of the field. God 
values us more highly than he does all material things. 
“You are worth so much,” declared Jesus, “that if you 
gain all the world and lose your real self, you have lost 
everything. This is the way God values you.” 

When Jesus looked with compassion on the multi¬ 
tude, he was showing us how God himself looked upon 
humanity. If we could have seen the face of the 
Master, we would have caught a glimpse of the heart 
of God. 

So too God knew the agony of Jesus’ broken heart, 
the indescribable suffering of his lacerated soul. God 
was on the Cross all the time Jesus suffered. He had to 
be. He felt everything Jesus felt. He was pained with 
his pain. He suffered with his wounds. 
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The Heavenly Father felt the pains and experienced 
the agony of Jesus because of his relationship to his 
Son. Dr. Leslie Church tells of a friend to whose life 
came a great tragedy. His only child, a little girl, 
became blind because of gross carelessness. For a 
moment diis father’s world crashed. Then suddenly 
he crept into the shelter of the Heavenly Father’s love. 
He remembered that God’s Son was slain upon a 
Cross. He gathered himself together by means of the 
new strength this fact gave him. The rest of his life 
was given to a lovely ministry of devotion to help 
others. Men and women listened to his message and 
gained fresh courage. He attracted little children. At 
the end of a long day he would go home to his blind 
child. Together they cultivated happiness beyond 
words. There was a sacred bond which held them 
together. It was because first they had been bound to 
God by the knowledge of his compassion. 

He that spared not his own Son did not spare him¬ 
self! God did not merely endorse what Jesus did. He 
was with him. Jesus is the portrayal of the Divine 
Father, even on the Cross. For God was in Christ 
reconciling the world—you and me—to himself. When 
we survey die wondrous Cross, we witness the visible 
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symbol of a spiritual love which can never be ade¬ 
quately expressed in words. 

“All things have been delivered to me: and no man 
knoweth the Son save the Father; neither doth any 
know the Father, save the Son, and he to whom the 
Son will reveal him.” 

Jesus was plainly talking of an intimate relationship 
that the Cross finally demonstrated in a dramatic and 
realistic manner. 

This certain hope of Christianity saves our universe 
from being an insane asylum. It gives meaning and 
significance to human existence. 

If, however, we accept this faith, we see that man can 
hurt God—that we who sin do pain him beyond 
description. Love alone can measure the suffering 
inflicted on the one who loves. Our God cares! He is 
no Absolute, who holds himself aloof from all our 
affairs, who cannot be touched by our infirmities or 
wrongdoing. He suffers because of all we do that is 
wrong. 

This is not the hurt pride which some parents feel, 
nor is it that weakness that superficially talks of an¬ 
other’s having hurt one’s feelings. This is the pain of 
God whose love is so great that he must suffer untold 
agony when we reject his heart’s devotion. 
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II 

The love of Christ is the love of God. God suffered 
just as much as did Christ. He does now. He must 
if what Jesus said is true: “He that hath seen me hath 
seen the Father.” That is why Studdert-Kennedy once 
declared that the hardest part to play in the world is 
surely God’s part. 

Many people had been crucified before Jesus. Men 
had hung stoically on crosses before. It was not the 
physical suffering which made Jesus cry out in agony. 
His most intense suffering was of the heart and soul. 
It was the fact that he cared for us so much and we 
violendy rejected every gift of his heart that made this 
Cross so heavy. 

Most of us have felt that Christ had a love for 
humanity surpassing human understanding. Where 
did this love of Christ originate ? How did it come to 
be? Where did Jesus learn it—so that he could live 
it? There is only one answer: “He who has seen me 
has seen the Father.” The Deity was expressing him¬ 
self in Christ so perfectly that no statement is adequate 
unless one definitely asserts that Jesus was divine as 
well as human. 
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in 

When men became so wicked they made a cross, God 
had to suffer! He suffers with all his children. 

The Cross was inevitable for God because he made 
men free to choose either the highest or the lowest, the 
best or the worst; and men chose the worst. That is 
a simple statement. But what indescribable tragedy 
it suggests! 

The age-old story of Enoch walking with God is a 
dramatic suggestion of what God wants all of us to 
experience. But we can refuse the friendship of God. 
We can reject his love. We can send God to the Cross! 
His love for us is so great that his suffering is inevitable 
if we refuse the best he can give—even himself. 

God knew the risk involved when he made us with 
die prerogative of deciding what we would do. But 
unless we had the ability to say “No” to God, we would 
have been no better than the animals which are guided 
by their physical instincts. Or, perchance, we would 
have been like mechanical toys which one winds up 
and then watches run down. But we were made free 
to choose, so that we could become like God, and enjoy 
his love forever. We can decide to reject, or to respond 
to, die Divine appeal. God will not force us to do 
right, even though he himself is Right, and longs for 
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us to choose that for our lives. If we are ever good, 
we must have the chance to be evil. 

This means that we can spoil our own lives and 
crush the hopes and longings of our Heavenly Father. 
We can so constantly choose wrong that it warps our 
lives. 

This is how and why the Cross itself was originally 
invented. Men became so filled with vengeance they 
wanted others to suffer worse pain than they had ever 
felt. We read how two men in a Carthaginian glen ran 
their enemy down. They bound him hand and foot 
and then sat beside him, considering in their brutal 
hatred what they should next do with him. Mere 
killing was too good for him. That would let him off 
too easily. They must kill their hated enemy slowly. 
At the same time, they wanted to inflict intense tor¬ 
ment and extreme indignity so that others might never 
think of his death without nausea and horror. This is 
how they came to invent the vile instrument of impale¬ 
ment. That is what the cross was meant to be, and 
became. 

Years went by, and then Rome in her moral deca¬ 
dence took over from Carthage this means of inflicting 
horrible suffering. The government, however, re¬ 
served it for aliens and for the worst criminals. Cer- 
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tainly as an invention the cross comes out of the very 
slums of the human heart. The terror-inspiring truth 
is that it is a revelation of what man at his worst is 
capable of doing. It shows what we can become in 
hate and cruelty. 

God had foreseen this possibility. When he made us 
with the capacity to cultivate spite and lust for murder, 
until we even created a cross—or the modern equiv¬ 
alent, in the horrors of war—he immediately chose 
to risk the possibility of our nailing him to that Cross. 

When men became hateful and murderous enough to 
invent the cross, they stabbed the soul of God himself. 

IV 

But God has a dual vision. He sees us as we are, and 
as we could be, with his help. He is always drea min g 
of—and planning for—our future, for all we can be¬ 
come. That is why he suffers when we fail him. We 
may not be hurt with the moral lapse of others. We 
may even discuss their moral failures, with a bit of 
relish, because of our morbid curiosity. But God can¬ 
not do that. His heart is cut to the quic\ every time 
one of us fails, morally, ethically, or spiritually. Other¬ 
wise the term “Fadier” would have no real meaning. 
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Even when we fail him, he keeps on urging us to 
come to the higher life. 

“Daughter, thy purity is ever before me,” says God. 

Son, the honor of thy life is ever before me,” says 
the Heavenly Father. 

The man you meant to be in your best hour is always 
in God’s mind and heart. God’s heart must be lacer¬ 
ated, cut with deep gashes, caused by our sins, when we 
fail our best selves—and him. 

Olive Shreiner once said she would hate to be God. 
One can understand that. For Divine Love to have to 
face the miseries and heartbreaks which afflict men and 
women and children around the world is to feel pain 
such as no mete human can know. 

Georgia Harkness writes: 

“I listen to the agony of God— 

I who am fed, 

Who never yet went hungry for a day. 

I see the dead— 

The children starved for lack of bread— 

I see and try to pray. 

“I listen to the agony of God— 

I who am warm, 

Who never yet have lacked a sheltering home. 


n 3 


WHY THE CROSS? 


In dull alarm 

The dispossessed of hut and farm 
Aimless and ‘transient’ roam. 

“I listen to the agony of God— 

I who am strong, 

With health, and love, and laughter in my soul. 

I see a throng 

Of stunted children reared in wrong 
And wish to make them whole. 

“I listen to the agony of God— 

But know full well 

That not until I share their bitter cry— 

Earth’s pain and hell— 

Can God within my spirit dwell 
To bring his kingdom nigh .” 1 

The greater one’s capacity to be pained, the more 
one suffers. Some animals suffer very little, especially 
those on the lower levels. The delicate structure of 
man’s body makes him suffer more, even physically. 
His keen mind and intricate nervous system compel 
iiim to feel much more intensely than a mere animal 
ever could. Think how greatly God must suffer, be¬ 
cause of his spiritual sensitivity! 

A true mother is pained when her child deliberately 

1 “The Agony of God,” from Radical Religion. Used by permission 
of Miss Harkness. 
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lies when he is old enough to understand what he is 
doing. The mother suffers when she thinks of the 
years ahead and of what this habit may later mean to 
the child, and to his life. So God our Father suffers 
when we sin because he can see our sin in the light of 
the long, long years ahead. 

v 

In every picture of Christ’s suffering we see God’s 
suffering. When Christ cried, “I thirst,” he was ex¬ 
pressing the thirst of God. 

Without water, life itself becomes unbearable. When 
one is scorched by the blazing sun and driven to desper¬ 
ation by the sense of great suffering, the tortures of 
thirst become indescribable. Coleridge attempted to 
portray a bit of this in “The Ancient Mariner.” The 
stricken men are on the becalmed ship in midocean. 
The blistering sun only intensifies their agonies. Be- 
neatli the torrid heat, unrelieved by rain, or even fog, 
the pitch is slowly bubbling in the seams of the deck. 
The plaintive cries of those tortured men are echoed in 
die words of the sole survivor: 

“Water, water, everywhere, 

And all the boards did shrink; 

Water, water, everywhere, 

Nor any drop to drink.” 
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Now God was thirsting like that—for the souls of 
men. Our capacity to love measures quite accurately 
our capacity to suffer. That explains why the suffer¬ 
ing of God was—and is—so intense. His love is so 
great! 

Briants, the sculptor, was so poor he could not even 
afford fuel for his studio. The night he finished the 
model of his statuette of Mercury, the weather was 
very cold. He was fearful lest the damp clay freeze. 
He had bestowed too much labor and love on this 
precious figure to see it ruined. He took off his own 
coat and wrapped the clay model in it. 

The next morning they found Briants dead from 
cold. The statuette remained perfect and unharmed. 
It is now in the Paris Gallery of Fine Arts. God loves 
us even more than that! 

The most difficult-to-understand word spoken by 
Jesus on the Cross is, “My God, my God, why hast 
thou forsaken me ?” Rambach, whose volume Medita¬ 
tions on the Sufferings of Christ once fed die piety of 
thousands of Christians, asserts that when Jesus uttered 
that agonizing cry, God was dealing with him not as a 
loving and merciful Father with his child, but as an 
offended and righteous Judge with an evildoer. “The 
heavenly Fadier now regards his Son as the greatest 
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sinner to be found beneath the sun, and discharges on 
him the whole weight of his wrath.” Even to use such 
language, however, means that one is venturing beyond 
one’s depth. As has been suggested, the comment of 
Bengel is much to be preferred. He writes: “In this 
fourth word from the cross our Saviour is not only 
saying that he has been delivered up into the hands of 
men, but drat he has suffered at the hands of God 
something unutterable.” Quite obviously there is in 
this word of Jesus somediing altogether unutterable! 
What makes it more profound, however, is the fact— 
fundamental to all genuine Christianity—that Christ’s 
life, his suffering and death—all is a reveladon of the 
divine nature. It must be for Christianity to be true! 
God could desert Christ only as he deserted himself! 

Whatever else we may say about the fourth word of 
Jesus on die Cross, “My God, why hast thou forsaken 
me?” we know that God was still suffering. He had 
not freed himself from pain. He had not deserted 
Jesus, so that he could breathe easily a brief moment 
while Jesus went on suffering. If that were true, when 
Jesus declared, “He that hath seen me hath seen the 
Father,” he did not mean quite all he said. For then 
Jesus would have been more than God—yes, better 
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than God. No! The most Godlike thing Christ ever 
did was to go to the Cross! 

VI 

But why all this suffering, you ask? Why should 
God suffer, even if we have sinned ? There is only one 
answer: To redeem you and me. Salvation is still 
possible only by means of Love that pays the full price, 
that goes all the way, that takes die sins of the sinner 
on his own heart. 

If one says God ought just to forgive us without 
suffering, one discloses a woeful ignorance concerning 
the nature of forgiveness. Forgiveness is the most 
expensive gift one can ever bestow. We don’t “just 
forgive”—not anyone who really forgives. He who 
can forgive easily loves little. 

Certainly the mother forgives the daughter who has 
broken her heart. She eagerly and sincerely forgives. 
Yes, but the scars caused by her sorrow and suffering 
remain. There are deep lines of pain in her soul. 

Suppose one ruined the life of your child—in a far 
more realistic sense than this phrase once suggested— 
so that your child would never have the future for 
which you dreamed and planned. You could never 
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describe how deep the wound had gone—even if you 
did forgive the transgressor. 

There are those who refer to the story of the prodigal, 
and suggest that God could do what this father did— 
forgive and joyfully receive the returning prodigal. 
Well, God is the Hero of that story. But he did not 
carelessly pardon the guilt of the prodigal. Anguish 
was in his heart all through the years that son was 
away, living as though he had no Father. And though 
he forgave his boy, the soul of the Father was cut to 
the quick. 

God has a plan for us, and when we do not follow 
this plan, we suffer and God suffers. When we wander 
away into sin, he must be deeply pained. 

Why the Cross, for God ? The Cross was necessary, 
because evil and God came together. When sin runs 
athwart Holy Love, that always makes a Cross. 

Redemption is both deep and high. It reaches from 
highest heaven to our deepest needs, though it has to 
descend to hell. That’s why it costs so terrifically. 

When we survey the wondrous Cross, we do get a 
vision of God. Calvary is the measure of God’s love. 
And, as strange at it seems, the Cross which was created 
by evil men has become God’s way of saving us from 
evil. 
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Here is the greatest symbol of God’s power we have. 
God goes to the Cross to win us from wickedness, be¬ 
cause he loves us to the death, because he is willing to 
pay any price to save us unto lifel 
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And whosoever doth not bear his cross, and come after me, 
cannot be my disciple. 

—Luke 14:27 

“If any man come to me, and hate not his father, 
and mother, and wife, and children, and brethren, and 
sisters, yea, and his own life also, he cannot be my 
disciple.” These are strong words. If we were not so 
familiar with them, we might think they were an over¬ 
statement of what Jesus originally said. We might 
believe that some scribe had edited the early manu¬ 
script. But we know Jesus too well to deny that he 
spoke these words. They are in harmony with his life. 
To be sure, the language is emphatic, with character¬ 
istic Oriental vividness. But Jesus’ ringing challenge 
still thrills and dares us: “Whosoever doth not bear his 
cross, and come after me, cannot be my disciple.” 

i 

Of course no one can possibly appreciate this exhorta¬ 
tion of Jesus unless he knows, at least to some extent, 
why the Cross was necessary for Jesus, and indeed for 
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the Deity himself. If, however, God could not escape 
the Cross—if in Christ we have a dramatic manifesta¬ 
tion of the suffering, the pain, the agony of God—then 
we begin to understand the deeper meaning of Jesus’ 
words. There are still circumstances and conditions 
akin to those which originally produced the Cross. 
The conditions constantly surround us. Is the disciple 
above his Lord, or the servant above his Master? If 
not, the Cross must be necessary for you and me! 

The scholars have given various reasons for the 
necessity of Christ’s Cross. Some of these have been 
quite crude, materialistic, and unsatisfactory. But 
every effort which has been made has had some value. 
It has at least served to emphasize the inescapable 
necessity of the Cross. 

Some have said that there was a ransom paid. Others 
have insisted that a vicarious sacrifice was necessary, 
that Christ became a substitute for us, one which suf¬ 
ficed to answer the demands of a Holy God. With al¬ 
most unanimity of emphasis, the scholars have insisted 
that Christ was a Saviour who died for man. Most of 
the terms which the teachers of theology have used 
have been inadequate and unsatisfactory. This one, 
Saviour, has had meaning across the centuries. All 
these terms, however, have been the result of efforts 
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to explain one of religion’s greatest mysteries. Instead 
of assuming a superior attitude toward the biblical 
students, whose interpretations have necessarily been 
only partial, we would do well to accept the funda- 
mental fact they emphasize, namely, the eternal im¬ 
portance of the Cross . 

Every serious attempt to interpret the Cross has sug¬ 
gested at least this truth: that here God in Christ was 
doing something for man which man could not do for 
himself. If we can grasp that central fact, then we have 
gone far enough to understand much of this experience 
of Christ on the Cross. God in Christ was doing some¬ 
thing for you and me that we could not do for ourselves . 

The second fact which we need to face, with frank¬ 
ness and honesty, is this: so long as one does not see 
any need of the Cross, one will not be benefited by the 
Cross . The fact that we do not realize this truth ex¬ 
plains much of the spiritual weakness of the church 
today. The Christ of the Cross can help only those who 
so gratefully recognize their need of him that they 
seek his salvation. 

This is a very simple statement to make, but the truth 
is not simple. It is profound. Furthermore, it has 
been so frequently demonstrated that no one dare 
ignore it, except to the peril of his soul. There are 
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people who try to ignore the Cross. They think it is 
outside the need of the intellectuals. Thus do they 
intend complimenting themselves in a most subtle way. 

There are many churchmen, moreover, who think 
of religion only in terms of organizations, or of busi¬ 
ness efficiency, or of helpful efforts in the realm of 
charity. They think theology is not theirs to under¬ 
stand. They feel there is too much mysticism about 
the Cross. They declare they are not mystical-minded. 
Thus do they talk superficially, and thus do they miss 
life! They miss the Saviour! All that has made the 
church of eternal significance and everlasting worth is 
lost, as far as they are concerned. No one will ever 
kjiow the deepest power of the Cross in his personal 
experience unless, first of all, he realizes that he needs 
the Cross. 

A more than interesting incident occurred during 
the gold rush of 1849. A United States frigate was 
anchored in the harbor of San Francisco. The crew 
had heard wonderful stories of the riches in the nearby 
goldfields. They were led to believe it would be no 
trouble to have them. It was almost like picking up 
gold. Some of these sailors could not resist the tempta¬ 
tion to join the crowd, filled widi lust for gold. Even 
if murder was necessary, they felt it was worth it. The 
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boat’s crew killed and threw overboard a young ensign. 
Then they set of? in haste for the goldfields. But they 
did not all escape. Two were caught. They were 
brought back to their ship, tried by court martial, and 
sentenced to death. 

The ship’s captain came ashore and made arrange¬ 
ments for a minister to see these sailors before they 
paid the penalty of death for their crime. The min¬ 
ister who came to see the two condemned men pointed 
out the source of spiritual aid. On the morning of the 
execution he went on board early. He carried with him 
the vessels with which he was to celebrate the Holy 
Communion. He also brought the brass cross from the 
altar of his church. The officers of the ship knelt side 
by side with the condemned men to receive the bread 
and wine. How dramatic that scene! There were 
the two nooses dangling in the air, waiting to be used. 
On the communion table was the brass cross, the 
emblem of hope to those two men, convicted of their 
crime. 

Once the cross was only a gibbet for criminals. See 
what Jesus has done for it! Because he died on it, for 
our redemption, it is the symbol of our salvation. 

What a vivid scene that story presents, so suggestive 
in its power that we dare not ignore it, except to 
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the peril of our own souls. The danger which many 
people face, however, is that they will think the brass 
crucifix suggested a Cross that was necessary for these 
criminals, and then will go no further in their think¬ 
ing. It did suggest the only hope those murderers 
had, but it also symbolizes a Cross which is necessary 
for you and for me. 

Who does not need the Cross of Christ ? Who is too 
<rood to feel that its benefits are not for him ? He who 

o 

considers himself above or beyond the Cross will re¬ 
main outside the pale of its grace. In so classifying 
himself, he becomes Pharisaical; and Jesus insisted that 
harlots and publicans go into the Kingdom ahead of 
the Pharisees. It is because harlots and publicans feel 
the need of the Saviour who hangs on the Cross. 

“God forbid that I should glory save in the Cross of 
our Lord Jesus Christ!” That is the way the greatest 
Christian of the first century, certainly outside the 
circle of eleven disciples, felt about this matter. 

A recent English writer has related a story about a 
chaplain in the Great War who, as he rode past a 
ruined church in the battle area, was greatly surprised 
to hear the sound of music. He got off his motorcycle 
to investigate. There was not much left of die church. 
It had been smashed to bits. The seats were “little 
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better than matchwood.” In a corner was the only 
thing left unharmed. It was the little organ. There 
at the console sat a British soldier. He was a young lad 
who, the day before, had gone through the hell of 
battle. He had found his way to the church, where he 
discovered the little organ. He laid his fingers on the 
keys. He began to play. Then he forgot everything 
save things in the past. He was playing the old 
familiar hymns and tunes of home. There rang 
through the church a bit of Mendelssohn’s “Hear My 
Prayer.” Then he played “Oh for the Wings of a 
Dove.” Then he changed to the hymn they sang on 
the sinking of the Titanic, “Nearer, my God, to thee, 
e’en though it be a Cross that raiseth me.” He played 
again. This time it was the great hymn, “Rock of 
ages, cleft for me, let me hide myself in thee.” Once 
more the young soldier played, this time singing the 
words of the hymn, “In the Cross of Christ I glory, 
tow’ring o’er the wrecks of time.” As Dr. J. D. Jones 
has said, that lad, even amid the havoc and desolation 
and danger of war, was seeking his center of life. He 
found it in the Cross and the love that Cross reveals. 

We may not fully understand the Cross. Who can? 
But we can realize our need and thus turn to him who 
is die Saviour of all who sincerely come to him. He 
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offers his salvation. He can and will deliver and 
redeem us from all that is sordid, mean, little. When 
we begin to understand ourselves, we know, too, that 
the heart is “desperately wicked.” “Who can under¬ 
stand his errors ? Cleanse thou me from secret faults.” 

It does not matter who we are, there are two things 
that need to be said so clearly we can never forget 
them: The Cross is necessary for all of us. If, however, 
we feel no need of the Cross, we will not be saved by 
the Christ of the Cross. 


ii 

This statement of Jesus, however—“Whosoever doth 
not bear his cross, and come after me, cannot be my 
disciple”—involves something else. Not merely do we 
need to know that the Cross is necessary for ourselves; 
we need to take it up in die spirit that Jesus took up 
the Cross. To be sure, Christ died on Calvary in a 
way in which we can never die. There is something 
eternally unique about the Cross of Christ. But, this 
is also true: any individual who experiences the benefits 
of the Cross will want to take up the Cross in order to 
carry it himself. This is at the center of the teachings 
of Jesus. It is at the heart of all he had to say. Nobody 
knows the benefits of the Cross unless he knows the 
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glory of bearing it himself, for the sake of others who 
have not even felt any need of it. 

In failing to see this truth, and stress it, the church 
has lost much of its power. The people who have been 
able to lead others to the Cross have themselves borne 
the sorrows and sins of others. 

Consider C. F. Andrews, recently deceased, who 
went around the world telling people how to find God, 
how to be quiet in his presence, and how to sense 
spiritual reality. Sometime ago he was speaking in 
New York City before a group of young business men. 
They turned to him and said: “Don’t tell us about 
India, tell us how to pray.” So well had he learned the 
high art of praying that many asked him to teach them 
how to pray. So he went about, teaching others in a 
plain, simple way the art of communing with God. 
Why? C. F. Andrews had learned how to bear the 
Cross. To India he went, to do just diis. He felt the 
pains of India. He carried upon his own heart the 
cares and burdens of people whom he came to know. 
In the spirit of the Christ, he shouldered the problems 
and perplexities of his fellows. He was always trying 
to relieve the afflictions of the oppressed. That is why 
he knew how to pray! 

To die extent that we receive the benefits of the 
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Cross of Christianity—to just that extent—do we our¬ 
selves take the Cross, so that others can gain these same 
benefits and blessings. 

Walt Whitman did not write the best poetry America 
has produced. There are many of his verses which 
some of us do not like. But there is one thing many 
people have forgotten about Whitman, namely, that 
he did put himself in the place of humanity, diat he 
bore the sufferings and sorrows of others. In one of 
his poems he says that he does not simply feel the 
burden of the one who suffers. He suffers too. He 
does not have to ask the wounded man how he feels. 
He becomes the wounded person. He writes that he 
walks handcuffed to jail along with the mutineer. He 
knows the agony of the cholera patient. He gasps with 
him at his last breath. “My face is ash-colored—my 
sinews gnarl—away from me people retreat.” Agonies, 
he declared, had become one of the changes of his 
garments. Walt Whitman had learned how to bear the 
pain of others. 

In 1877 Richard Green, the English historian, was 
deeply troubled by the policy of his nation. He wrote 
in a letter: “I love England dearly. But I love her too 
well to wish her triumph if she fights against h uma n 
right and human freedom. Pitt longed for her defeat 
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in America, but it killed him when it came. I can 
understand that double feeling now.” Here we clearly 
see how love is the measure of our deepest suffering. 

Here is something the Christian Church must recover 
if it ever receives the benefits of the Cross, or demon¬ 
strates its significance and its saving power. 

This is the substance of the Cross: It is to accept re¬ 
sponsibility for something or for someone for which or 
for whom we have no responsibility, legally speal<ing.~ 
That is what the Cross was for Jesus. That is what it 
will be for us. 

As H. R. L. Sheppard has insisted, if any individual 
thinks he has anything to contribute to human welfare 
without a share of suffering, he is “living in a fool’s 
paradise, which is no paradise at all.” Calvary has 
taught us this. 

Sometimes, when one asks some people to help others 
to be more loyal to religion, they say, “It looks like 
people could do what is right by themselves.” Well, 
suppose Jesus had assumed that attitude ? Suppose he 
had said: “Let every man look after himself.” What 
of humanity? What of us? There would have been 
no Cross, no Saviour! 

There is a story of the great Russian writer Andreev, 
which, as Professor Luccock has well said, deserves to 
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be included in the service book of every church in 
Christendom. The story tells how the events of the 
crucifixion were seen through die eyes of a character 
named Ben-Tovit. On the fateful day of the crucifixion 
he was able to grasp clearly only one thing, namely, 
that he was suffering from a toodiache. He caught 
fleeting glimpses of die tragic progress along the Via 
Dolorosa. Every now and then he had a flash of a 
figure on a hill, outlined against the sky. But that was 
all he saw. He had the toodiache. He was worried 
with his own trouble. He was preoccupied with his 
own physical suffering. 

The story is almost too vivid. It might well be in¬ 
cluded in the devodonal literature of our church. 
Think of your being in Jerusalem that day, as Ben- 
Tovit, seeing Jesus walk along die Via Dolorosa with 
the Cross, going on out to Calvary. But you have the 
toothache! Your tooth hurts while Jesus is being cruci¬ 
fied. You have practically no idea of what is happen¬ 
ing. You only get a glimpse of this Man as they are 
carrying him out to Golgotha. 

It is this kind of preoccupation with less important 
matters that is robbing the church of its real power 
today. We are withdrawing ourselves from where we 
can see the Cross, refusing to be pained by it, until we 
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have lost the magnetic force, the drawing power, which 
Calvary alone can give. There will be no real power 
for our church until there are more people in it who are 
saved by die Cross, more people who are willing to 
carry the Cross, more people who are willing to accept 
'the responsibility of redemption for others for whom 
they have no legal responsibility. That is what the 
Cross means! 

In the year 1688 that great Christian, John Bunyan, 
was preaching his farewell sermon. He was in a room 
in Whitechapel. Frail and ill as he was, he was think¬ 
ing of others’ spiritual health. Ardent devotion for 
God and for men burned in his heart. “Dost thou see a 
soul,” he pleaded, “that has the image of God in him? 
Love him. Love him. Say to thyself, 'This man and 
1 must go to heaven together some day! ” That is how 
one feels when the spirit of Christ possesses one. To 
be sure, one will see more meaning in those words 
today than did the people of die seventeendi century, 
but the experience is fundamental. 

Jesus tells us to love our neighbors as ourselves. 
Surely that means we should share with them a large 
part of die care and interest we naturally feel for our¬ 
selves and our welfare. Jesus goes on to tell us, in the 
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inimitable story of the Good Samaritan, that anyone 
who needs us is to be counted as our neighbour. 

There is no power for any church, no matter what 
else it may do, until that church learns how to pray 
with the agony of men’s present needs and spiritual 
welfare on its own heart, until the hearts of Christians 
are pained as Jesus’ heart was pained. This is the only 
justification for any church that carries as its symbol 
the Cross of Jesus Christ. This is the only force that 
will save us, our church, or humanity. It is the only 
experience that will give power to bring men into the 
Kingdom of God. 

If we say that we are willing to take a Cross only 
when we are guilty, then it becomes only a means of 
punishing us for our sins. That is not the Christian 
Cross! The Cross before Jesus was a way of making 
men pay for their crimes, but it was not that for 
Jesus. For Jesus it was a means of taking the sins of 
others upon himself. That is what the Cross becomes 
for us when we are saved by the Christ of the Cross. 
To take upon ourselves the sorrows and sufferings of 
other people, for which legally or otherwise we have 
no responsibility—that is real Christianity. That is 
what made Jesus Godlike. That is what will give us 
the power of Heaven. There is no other way to gain 
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it. Of course it is a most exacting experience, for the 
Christian Cross cannot be streamlined. 

Rabindranath Tagore, sensitive soul whose love for 
afflicted mankind deeply moves one, was so torn in 
his heart by the suffering of Abyssinia that he sent mes¬ 
sages to the press and to the emperor. He was pained 
by the callous greed which led people to indulge in 
hypocritical practices on those who were weaker. His 
love of peace and his antipathy toward war made his 
pain all the more intense. At the same time, he la¬ 
mented the state of his own country and carried the 
burden of his own people’s sorrows. 

He who can look out upon our tom and distraught 
world today without pain is certainly not akin to 
Christ! 

Albert Schweitzer says he feels the sufferings of 
people to whom he is ministering, that their troubles 
crush his soul. He is one of the truly great modern 
Christians, and this is what has made him great. If 
even a small group in any church could experience 
this, something would happen that would send them 
through the community as a mighty saving force, 
throbbing with love. It would be the spirit of Christ 
taking hold again, saving us from our littleness, from 
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our selfishness, and from everydiing that is unlike the 
Master, unto the power of the Cross. 

An English writer has given us a story concerning 
one who went to Bethnal Green to serve the needy 
there. He was an old Oxford blue, and a man of intel¬ 
lectual brilliance. When the first World War came 
he was over fifty. Most of the workers in his group 
were naturally taken from this Oxford settlement, in 
East London. But he shouldered the burdens. Then 
his eyesight gave out. The doctors said one eye would 
have to be removed. With hardly a word he went to 
the hospital on Monday morning, and was back at 
work Tuesday afternoon. An extreme case? Yes, but 
it demonstrates what one can still do for the unfortu¬ 
nates of the world if the sacrificial spirit of Christ has 
captured one’s heart. 

All of us have probably seen a few people come to 
express agony in their faces because they were trying 
to shoulder the Cross. It is not possible to gain the 
greatest religious power in any other way. 

In his letter to the Colossians, Paul writes one of the 
most startling statements he ever penned: “I Paul .... 
now rejoice in my suffering for you, and fill up that 
which is behind of the afflictions of Christ.” We too 
must “fill up” again the sufferings of Jesus. Here Paul 
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is writing something that searches our very souls. It 
startles us. We must “fill up” the sufferings of Christ, 
which he himself did not complete. 

We must take up that Cross again. There is one for 
each of us, but it is accepted only by those who are 
saved by it. We are set free by the Cross only when 
we carry the Cross ourselves. We are saved by it first, 
to be sure; but to be saved by it is also to be saved unto 
a spirit that makes us want to bear the Cross. To be 
redeemed is to be made, at least to some extent, into the 
likeness of Christ. It is to be saved to the character of 
Jesus, to the throbbing heart of Jesus. 

Quite obviously it is much more difficult to shoulder 
the Cross than it is to recite a creed about the Cross, 
but it is die former experience in which Jesus is most 
vitally interested. Or why did he say: “If you would 
be my disciple, take up your cross and follow me” ? 

Let us ask ourselves whether we love all of Jesus? 
Are we devoted to all of Christ? We love him, of 
course, when he ministers unto us, when he comforts 
us. Do we love him on the Cross ? Do we love his pain, 
his agony, his Cross ? Do we love Jesus when he takes 
upon his own soul the burdens of humanity? Do we 
love him for bearing the sins of mankind ? Then we 
will take up that Cross tool 
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Do we love this Christ, who cannot be satisfied unless 
he does something for us that we do not deserve to 
have him do, but which he yearns to do because he is 
Godlike? Are we willing to take into our hearts the 
Christ who loved even Judas, those who plaited the 
crown of thorns, and those who drove the nails through 
his hands and feet? Truly to love this Master is to 
follow him through that same kind of experience. 
There is a very sacred and spiritual absolution which 
every genuine Christian brings his fellows. After all, 
Christianity has one real weapon: sacrificial love that 
\nows how to suffer. 

There is only one way to know that the Cross will 
set men free again. It is "to welcome the Divine Sav¬ 
iour of the Cross into our own souls, so that, through 
you and me, this Christ may live again as a Redeemer! 
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